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Vision, Mission, and Goals
California State Board of Education vision, mission, and goals statement.

VISION 

All California students of the 21st century will attain the highest level of academic knowledge, applied learning and 
performance skills to ensure fulfilling personal lives and careers and contribute to civic and economic progress in 
our diverse and changing democratic society. 

MISSION 

Create strong, effective schools that provide a wholesome learning environment through incentives that cause a 
high standard of student accomplishment as measured by a valid, reliable accountability system. 

GOALS 

1. Standards. Adopt and support rigorous academic content and performance standards in the four core 
subjects for kindergarten and grades 1 through 12. 

2. Achievement. Ensure that all students are performing at grade level or higher, particularly in reading and 
math, at the end of each school year, recognizing that a small number of exceptional needs students must 
be expected, challenged, and assisted to achieve at an individually determined and appropriately high level. 
Advocate for mandatory intervention for every child not at grade level. Do everything possible to ensure that 
"the job is done right in the first place". 

3. Assessment. Maintain policies assuring that all students receive the same nationally normed and standards-
based assessments, grades 2 through 11, again recognizing that a small number of exceptional needs 
students must be separately and individually assessed using appropriate alternative means to determine 
achievement and progress.

Questions: State Board of Education | 916-319-0827 

Last Reviewed: Tuesday, March 05, 2013

California Department of Education
Mobile site | Full site



Bylaws
For the California State Board of Education, Amended January 16, 2013.

ARTICLE I

Authority 

The California State Board of Education is established in the Constitution of the State of California and empowered 
by the Legislature through the California Education Code.

ARTICLE II

Powers and Duties

The Board establishes policy for the governance of the state's kindergarten through grade twelve public school 
system as prescribed in the Education Code, and performs other duties consistent with statute.

ARTICLE III

Members

APPOINTMENT

Section 1.

The State Board of Education consists of 11 members who are appointed by the Governor with the advice and 
consent of two-thirds of the Senate.

CC, Art. IX, Sec. 7 
EC 33000 and 33000.5

TERM OF OFFICE

Section 2.

a. The term of office of the members of the Board is four years, except for the student member whose term is 
one year. 

b. Except for the student member, who serves a one-year term, terms expire on January 15 of the fourth year 
following their commencement. Members, other than the student member, continue to serve until the 
appointment and qualification of their successors to a maximum of 60 days after the expiration of their terms. 
If the member is not reappointed and no successor is appointed within that 60-day period, the member may 
no longer serve and the position is deemed vacant. The term of the student member begins on August 1 and 
ends on July 31 of the following year.

c. If the Senate refuses to confirm, the person may continue to serve until 60 days have elapsed since the 
refusal to confirm or until 365 days have elapsed since the person first began performing the duties of the 
office, whichever occurs first.

d. If the Senate fails to confirm within 365 days after the day the person first began performing the duties of the 
office, the person may not continue to serve in that office following the end of the 365-day period.

EC 33001; 33000.5 
GC 1774

VACANCIES

Section 3. 



Any vacancy shall be filled by appointment by the Governor, subject to confirmation by two-thirds of the Senate. 
The person appointed to fill a vacancy shall hold office only for the balance of the unexpired term. 

EC 33002

STUDENT MEMBER

Section 4. 

Finalists for the student member position shall be selected and recommended to the Governor as prescribed by law.

EC 33000.5

COMPENSATION AND EXPENSES

Section 5. 

Members of the Board shall receive their actual and necessary travel expenses while on official business. Each 
member shall also receive one hundred dollars ($100) for each day he or she is acting in an official capacity.

EC 33006 
GC 11564.5 

CONFLICT OF INTEREST CODE

Section 6.

Board members shall file statements of economic interest as required by the Fair Political Practices Commission. 
The terms of a standard Conflict of Interest Code, adopted by the Commission and as may be amended, are 
incorporated by reference and constitute the Conflict of Interest Code of the Board.

2 CCR 18730 
5 CCR 18600

ARTICLE IV

Officers and Duties

PRESIDENT, VICE PRESIDENT

Section 1. 

Officers of the Board shall be a president and a vice president. No member may serve as both president and vice 
president at the same time.

Section 2. 

a. The president and vice president shall be elected annually in accordance with the procedures set forth in this 
section.

b. At the January meeting, the State Superintendent of Public Instruction shall ask members to nominate 
individuals for the office of president. At that same meeting, the president shall ask Board members to 
nominate individuals for the office of vice president. Any nomination for office must be seconded. No 
member may nominate or second the nomination for himself or herself for either office.

c. Six votes are necessary to elect an officer, and each officer elected shall serve for one year or until his or her 
successor is elected.

d. If, in the Board's judgment, no nominee for the office of president or vice president can garner sufficient 
votes for election to that office at the January meeting, a motion to put the election over to a subsequent 
meeting is in order.

e. Newly elected officers shall assume office immediately following the election.



f. In the event a vacancy occurs in the office of president or vice president during a calendar year, an election 
shall be held at the next meeting. Any member interested in completing the one-year term of an office that 
has become vacant may nominate himself or herself, but each nomination requires a second.

g. The State Superintendent of Public Instruction shall preside only during the election proceedings for the 
office of president and for the conduct of any other business that a majority of the Board members may 
direct.

EXECUTIVE OFFICER

Section 3. 

The State Superintendent of Public Instruction shall be secretary and shall act as executive officer of the Board.

EC 33004

DUTIES OF THE PRESIDENT

Section 4. 

The president shall:

• serve as spokesperson for the Board;
• represent the position of the Board to the State Superintendent of Public Instruction;
• appoint members to serve on committees and as liaisons, as prescribed in these Bylaws, and as may be 

needed in his or her judgment properly to fulfill the Board's responsibilities;
• serve as an ex officio voting member of the Screening Committee and any ad hoc committees, either by 

substituting for an appointed member who is not present with no change in an affected committee's quorum 
requirement, or by serving as an additional member with the affected committee's quorum requirement being 
increased if necessary;

• preside at all meetings of the Board and follow-up with the assistance of the executive director to see that 
agreed upon action is implemented; 

• serve, as necessary, as the Board's liaison to the National Association of State Boards of Education, or 
designate a member to serve in his or her place;

• serve, or appoint a designee to serve, on committees or councils that may be created by statute or official 
order where required or where, in his or her judgment, proper carrying out of the Board's responsibility 
demands such service;

• keep abreast of local, state, and national issues through direct involvement in various conferences and 
programs dealing with such issues, and inform Board members of local, state, and national issues;

• participate in selected local, state, and national organizations, which have an impact on public education, 
and provide to other members, the State Superintendent, and the staff of the Department of Education the 
information gathered and the opinion and perspective developed as the result of such active personal 
participation;

• provide direction for the executive director;
• and, along with the executive director, direct staff in preparing agendas for Board meetings, in consultation 

with other members as permitted by law, and determine priorities for the expenditure of board travel funds.

DUTIES OF THE VICE PRESIDENT

Section 5. 

The vice president shall:

• preside at Board meetings in the absence of the president;
• represent the Board at functions as designated by the president; and
• fulfill all duties of the president when he or she is unable to serve.

DUTIES OF COMMITTEE CHAIR

Section 6. 

The chair of the Screening Committee or any ad hoc committee shall:



• preside at meetings of the committee he or she chairs, except that he or she shall yield the chair to another 
committee member in the event he or she will be absent or confronts a conflict regarding any matter coming 
before the committee, and may yield the chair to another committee member for personal reasons; and

• in consultation with the president, other committee members, and appropriate staff, assist in the preparation 
of committee agendas and coordinate and facilitate the work of the committee in furtherance of the Board's 
goals and objectives.

DUTIES OF LIAISON OR REPRESENTATIVE

Section 7. 

A Board member appointed as a liaison or representative shall:

• serve as an informal (non-voting) link between the Board and the advisory body or agency (or function) to 
which he or she is appointed as liaison or representative; and

• reflect the position of the Board, if a position is known to him or her, on issues before the advisory body or 
agency (or within the function) to which he or she is appointed as liaison or representative and keep the 
Board appropriately informed.

DUTIES OF A BOARD MEMBER APPOINTED TO ANOTHER AGENCY

Section 8. 

The member shall: 

• to every extent possible, attend the meetings of the agency and meet all responsibilities of membership; and 
• reflect through his or her participation and vote the position of the Board, if a position is known to him or her, 

and keep the Board informed of the agency's activities and the issues with which it is dealing.

ARTICLE V

Meetings

REGULAR MEETINGS

Section 1. 

Generally, regular meetings of the Board shall be held on the Wednesday and Thursday preceding the second 
Friday of each of the following months: January, March, May, July, September, and November. However, in 
adopting a specific meeting schedule, the Board may deviate from this pattern to accommodate state holidays and 
special events. Other regularly noticed meetings may be called by the president for any stated purpose.

EC 33007

SPECIAL MEETINGS

Section 2. 

Special meetings may be called to consider those purposes specified in law if compliance with the 10-day notice 
would impose a substantial hardship on the board or if immediate action is required to protect the public interest.

OPEN MEETINGS

Section 3. 

a. All meetings of the Board, except the closed sessions permitted by law, and all meetings of Board 
committees, to the extent required by law, shall be open and public.

b. All meetings shall conform to the Bagley-Keene Open Meeting Act, including requirements for notices of 
meetings, preparation and distribution of agendas and written materials, inspection of public records, closed 
sessions and emergency meetings, maintenance of records, and disruption of a public meeting. Those 



provisions of law which govern the conduct of meetings of the Board are hereby incorporated by reference 
into these Bylaws.

c. Unless otherwise provided by law, meetings of any advisory body, committee or subcommittee thereof, 
created by statute or by formal action of the Board, which is required to advise or report or recommend to the 
Board, shall be open to the public.

GC 11120 et seq.

NOTICE OF MEETINGS

Section 4. 

a. Notice of each regular meeting shall be posted at least 10 days prior to the time of the meeting and shall 
include the time, date, and place of the meeting and a copy of the meeting agenda.

b. Notice of any meeting of the Board shall be given to any person so requesting. Upon written request, 
individuals and organizations wishing to receive notice of meetings of the Board will be included on the 
mailing list for notice of regular meetings.

SPECIAL MEETINGS (ADDITIONAL PROVISIONS)

Section 5. 

a. Special meetings may be called by the president or by the secretary upon the request of any four members 
of the board for the purposes specified in law if compliance with the 10-day notice requirements would 
impose a substantial hardship on the board or if immediate action is required to protect the public interest.

b. Notice of special meetings shall be delivered in a manner that allows it to be received by the members and 
by newspapers of general circulation and radio or television stations at least 48 hours before the time of the 
special meeting. Notice shall also be provided to all national press wire services. Notice to the general public 
shall be made by placing it on appropriate electronic bulletin boards if possible.

c. Upon commencement of a special meeting, the board shall make a finding in open session that giving a 10-
day notice prior to the meeting would cause a substantial hardship on the board or that immediate action is 
required to protect the public interest. The finding shall be adopted by a two-thirds vote of the board or a 
unanimous vote of those members present if less than two-thirds of the members are present at the meeting.

EC 33008
GC 11125

EMERGENCY MEETINGS

Section 5. 

a. An emergency meeting may be called by the president or by the secretary upon the request of any four 
members without providing the notice otherwise required in the case of a situation involving matters upon 
which prompt action is necessary due to the disruption or threatened disruption of public facilities and which 
is properly a subject of an emergency meeting in accordance with law.

b. The existence of an emergency situation shall be determined by concurrence of six of the members during a 
meeting prior to an emergency meeting, or at the beginning of an emergency meeting, in accordance with 
law.

c. Notice of an emergency meeting shall be provided in accordance with law.

GC 11125.5 
EC 33008 
EC 33010

CLOSED MEETINGS 

Section 6. 

Closed sessions shall be held only in accordance with law.

GC 11126



QUORUM

Section 7. 

a. The concurrence of six members of the Board shall be necessary to the validity of any of its acts. 
EC 33010

b. A quorum of any Board committee shall be a majority of its members, and a committee may recommend 
actions to the Board with the concurrence of a majority of a quorum.

ORDER OF BUSINESS

Section 8. 

The order of business for all regular meetings of the Board shall generally be:

• Call to Order
• Salute to the Flag
• Communications
• Announcements
• Report of the State Superintendent of Public Instruction
• Special Presentations
• Agenda Items
• Adjournment

CONSENT CALENDAR

Section 9. 

a. Non-controversial matters and waiver requests meeting established guidelines may be presented to the 
Board on a consent calendar.

b. Items may be removed from the consent calendar upon the request of an individual Board member or upon 
the request of Department staff authorized by the State Superintendent of Public Instruction to submit items 
for consideration by the Board.

c. Items removed from the consent calendar shall be referred to a standing committee or shall be considered 
by the full Board at the direction of the president.

ARTICLE VI

Committees and Representatives

SCREENING COMMITTEE

Section 1. 

a. The president shall appoint a Screening Committee composed of at least three Board members to screen 
and interview applicants for appointment to Board advisory bodies and other positions as necessary; 
participate, as directed by the president, in the selection of candidates for the position of student Board 
member in accordance with law; and recommend appropriate action to the Board. The president shall 
designate one Board member as Chair of the Screening Committee.

b. In consultation with the chair, the president may appoint additional Board members, such as the appointed 
Board liaison, to serve as voting members of the Screening Committee on a temporary basis. In accordance 
with Section 4 of these bylaws, the president may also serve as an ex officio member of the Screening 
Committee. The quorum requirement shall be increased as necessary to include the total number of Board 
members, including temporary members, appointed to serve on the Committee for that purpose.

c. As necessary, the chair may create an ad hoc subcommittee of the Screening Committee to assist the 
Screening Committee with its duties.

AD HOC COMMITTEES



Section 2. 

From time to time, the president may appoint ad hoc committees for such purposes as he or she deems necessary. 
Ad hoc committees shall remain in existence until abolished by the president.

REPRESENTATIVES

Section 3. 

From time to time, the president may assign Board members the responsibility of representing the State Board in 
discussions with staff (as well as with other individuals and agencies) in relation to such topics as assessment and 
accountability, legislation, and implementation of federal and state programs. The president may also assign Board 
members the responsibility of representing the Board in ceremonial activities.

ARTICLE VII

Public Hearings: General

SUBJECT OF A PUBLIC HEARING

Section 1. 

a. The Board may hold a public hearing regarding any matter pending before it after giving notice as required 
by law.

b. The Board may direct that a public hearing be held before staff of the Department of Education, an advisory 
commission to the Board, or a standing or ad hoc committee of the Board regarding any matter which is or is 
likely to be pending before the Board. If the Board directs that a public hearing be held before staff, then a 
recording of the public hearing and a staff-prepared summary of comments received at the public hearing 
shall be made available in advance of the meeting at which action on the pending matter is scheduled in 
accordance with law.

5 CCR 18460 
EC 33031 
GC 11125 

TIME LIMITS FOR THE PRESENTATION OF PUBLIC TESTIMONY

Section 2. 

At or before a public hearing, the presiding individual shall (in keeping with any legal limitation or condition that may 
pertain) determine the total amount of time that will be devoted to hearing oral comments, and may determine the 
time to be allotted to each person or to each side of an issue.

5 CCR 18463 
EC 33031

WAIVER BY PRESIDING INDIVIDUAL

Section 3. 

At any time, upon a showing of good cause, the presiding individual may waive any time limitation established 
under Section 3 of this article. 

5 CCR 18464 
EC 33031 



ARTICLE VIII 

Public Hearings: School District Reorganization

SUBMISSION OF PROPOSALS AND PETITIONS

Section 1. 

A proposal by a county committee on school district organization or other public agency, or a petition for the 
formation of a new district or the transfer of territory of one district to another shall be submitted to the executive 
officer of the Board. The executive officer of the Board shall cause the proposal or petition to be:

• reviewed and analyzed by the California Department of Education;
• set for hearing before the Board (or before staff if so directed by the Board) at the earliest practicable date; 

and
• transmitted together with the report and recommendation of the Department of Education to the Board (or to 

the staff who may be directed by the Board to conduct the hearing) and to such other persons as is required 
by law not later than ten days before the date of the hearing.

CCR 18570

ARGUMENTS PRESENTED AT THE PUBLIC HEARING: ORIGINAL SUBMISSION

Section 2.

At the time and place of hearing, the Board (or staff if so directed by the Board) will receive oral or written 
arguments on the proposal or petition. The presiding individual may limit the number of speakers on each side of 
the issue, limit the time permitted for the presentation of a particular view, and limit the time of the individual 
speakers. The presiding individual may ask that speakers not repeat arguments previously presented.

CCR 18571

RESUBMISSION OF THE SAME OR ESSENTIALLY IDENTICAL PROPOSAL OR PETITION

Section 3. 

If the same or an essentially identical proposal or petition has been previously considered by the Board, the 
documents constituting such a resubmission shall be accompanied by a written summary of any new factual 
situations or facts not previously presented. In this case, any hearing shall focus on arguments not theretofore 
presented and hear expositions of new factual situations and of facts not previously entered into the public record.

CCR 18572

ARTICLE IX

Public Records

Public records of the Board shall be available for inspection and duplication in accordance with law, including the 
collection of any permissible fees for research and duplication.

GC 6250 et seq.

ARTICLE X

Parliamentary Authority

RULES OF ORDER



Section 1. 

Debate and proceedings shall be conducted in accordance with Robert's Rules of Order (Newly Revised) when not 
in conflict with rules of the Board and other statutory requirements.

Section 2. 

Members of the public or California Department of Education staff may be recognized by the president of the Board 
or other presiding individual, as appropriate, to speak at any meeting. Those comments shall be limited to the time 
determined by the president or other presiding individual. All remarks made shall be addressed to the president or 
other presiding individual. In order to maintain appropriate control of the meeting, the president or other presiding 
individual shall determine the person having the floor at any given time and, if discussion is in progress or to 
commence, who may participate in the discussion.

Section 3. 

All speakers shall confine their remarks to the pending matter as recognized by the president or other presiding 
individual.

Section 4. 

Public speakers shall not directly question members of the Board, the State Superintendent, or staff without express 
permission of the president or other presiding individual, nor shall Board members, the State Superintendent, or 
staff address questions directly to speakers without permission of the president or other presiding individual.

Section 5. 

The Chief Counsel to the Board or the General Counsel of the California Department of Education, or a member of 
the Department's legal staff in the absence of the Board’s Chief Counsel, will serve as parliamentarian. In the 
absence of legal staff, the president or other presiding individual will name a temporary replacement if necessary.

ARTICLE XI

Board Appointments

ADVISORY BODIES

Section 1. 

Upon recommendation of the Screening Committee as may be necessary, the Board appoints members to the 
following advisory bodies for the terms indicated:

a. Advisory Commission on Special Education. The Board appoints five of 17 members to serve four-year 
terms. 
EC 33590

b. Instructional Quality Commission. The Board appoints 13 of 18 members to serve four-year terms. 
EC 33530

c. Child Nutrition Advisory Council. The Board appoints 13 members, 12 to three-year terms and one student 
representative to a one-year term. By its own action, the Council may provide for the participation in its 
meetings of non-voting representatives of interest groups not otherwise represented among its members, 
such as school business officials and experts in the area of physical education and activity. 
EC 49533

d. Advisory Commission on Charter Schools. The Board appoints eight members to two-year terms. 
EC 47634.2(b)(1) 
State Board of Education Policy 01-04

OTHER APPOINTMENTS

Section 2. 



On the Board’s behalf, the president shall make all other appointments that are required of the Board or require 
Board representation, including, but not limited to: WestEd (Far West Laboratory for Educational Research and 
Development), Trustees of the California State Summer School for the Arts and the California Subject Matter 
Projects.

SCREENING AND APPOINTMENT

Section 3. 

Opportunities for appointment shall be announced and advertised as appropriate, and application materials shall be 
made available to those requesting them. The Screening Committee shall paper-screen all applicants, interview 
candidates as the Committee determines necessary, and recommend appropriate action to the Board.

ARTICLE XII

Presidential Appointments

LIAISONS

Section 1. 

The president shall appoint one Board member, or more where needed, to serve as liaison(s) to:

a. The Advisory Commission on Special Education.
b. The Instructional Quality Commission.
c. The Advisory Commission on Charter Schools.
d. The National Association of State Boards of Education, if the Board participates in that organization.
e. The Commission on Teacher Credentialing.

OTHER

Section 2. 

The president shall make all other appointments that may be required of the Board or that require Board 
representation.

ARTICLE XIII

Amendment to the Bylaws

These Bylaws may be amended at any regular meeting of the Board, provided that the amendment has been 
submitted in writing to the Board and members of the public with the meeting notice.

Abbreviations

Abbreviations used in these Bylaws, citing Board authority, are:

Abbreviation Description

CC Constitution of the State of California

CCR California Code of Regulations

EC California Education Code

GC California Government Code

CFR Code of Federal Regulations

JPA-FWL



Joint Powers Agreement Establishing the Far West Laboratory for 
Educational Research and Development, originally entered into by the State 
Board of Education on February 11, 1966, and subsequently amended

Dates of Adoption and Amendment

Status Date

Adopted April 12, 1985

Amended February 11, 1987

Amended December 11, 1987

Amended November 11, 1988

Amended December 8, 1989

Amended December 13, 1991

Amended November 13, 1992

Amended February 11, 1993

Amended June 11, 1993

Amended May 12, 1995 

Amended January 8, 1998

Amended April 11, 2001

Amended July 9, 2003

Amended January 16, 2013

Questions: State Board of Education | 916-319-0827 

Last Reviewed: Wednesday, January 30, 2013

California Department of Education
Mobile site | Full site



SBE Agenda for September 2013
Agenda for the California State Board of Education (SBE) meeting on September 4, 2013.

State Board Members

Michael W. Kirst, President
Ilene W. Straus, Vice President
Sue Burr
Carl Cohn
Bruce Holaday
Aida Molina
Patricia A. Rucker
Niki Sandoval
Trish Williams
Jesse Zhang, Student Member
Vacancy

Secretary & Executive Officer

Hon. Tom Torlakson

Executive Director

Karen Stapf Walters

Schedule of Meeting Location

Wednesday, September 4, 2013 
8:00 a.m. Pacific Time ±

STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION 
Public Session, adjourn to Closed Session. The Closed
Session will take place at approximately 11:30 a.m.  (The
public may not attend.)

California Department of Education 
1430 N Street, Room 1101 
Sacramento, California 95814 
916-319-0827

The Closed Session (1) may commence earlier than 11:30 a.m.; (2) may begin at or before 11:30 a.m., be recessed, and then be
reconvened later in the day; or (3) may commence later than 11:30 a.m.

Please see the detailed agenda for more information about the items to be considered and acted upon. The public is welcome.

CLOSED SESSION AGENDA

Conference with Legal Counsel – Existing Litigation: Under Government Code sections 11126(e)(1) and (e)(2)(A), the State Board
of Education hereby provides public notice that some or all of the pending litigation follows will be considered and acted upon in
closed session:

Alejo, et al. v. Jack O’Connell, State Board of Education, et al., San Francisco County Superior Court, Case No. CPF-09-
509568, CA Ct. of Appeal, 1st Dist., Case No. A130721
California School Boards Association, et al. v. California State Board of Education and Aspire Public Schools, Inc., Alameda
County Superior Court, Case No. 07353566, CA Ct. of Appeal, 1st Dist., Case No. A122485, CA Supreme Court, Case No.
S186129
California School Boards Association and its Education Legal Alliance, et al. v. The California State Board of Education, et
al., Sacramento County Superior Court, Case No. 34-2008-00021188-CU-MC-GDS, CA Ct. of Appeal, 3rd Dist., Case No.
No. C060957
D.J. et al. v. State of California, California Department of Education, Tom Torlakson, the State Board of Education, Los
Angeles Superior Court, Case No. BS142775.  



Emma C., et al. v. Delaine Eastin, et al., USDC (No.Dist.CA), Case No. C-96-4179
EMS-BP, LLC, Options for Youth Burbank, Inc., et al. v. California Department of Education, et al., Sacramento County
Superior Court, Case No. 03CS01078 and 03CS01079 and related appeal
Graham et al. v the State Board of Education, the California Department of Education, Jack O’Connell, Fred Balcom, Tom
Torlakson, Los Angeles County Superior Court, Case No. BC482694, 2nd Dist., Case No. B245288
K.C. et al. v. Jack O’Connell, et al., U.S. District Court, Northern District of California, Case No. C054077 MMC
Opportunity for Learning – PB, LLC; Opportunities Learning – C, LLC, and Opportunities for Learning WSH, LLC, Notice of
Appeal Before the Audit Appeals Panel
Options for Youth, Burbank, Inc., San Gabriel, Inc. Upland, Inc. and Victor Valley, Notice of Appeal Before the Education
Audit Appeals Panel, OAH Case No. 2006100966
Options for Youth-Victor Valley, et al. v. California Department of Education, et al., Los Angeles County Superior Court,
Case No. BC347454
Perris Union High School District v. California State Board of Education, California Department of Education, et al., Riverside
County Superior Court, Case No. RIC520862, CA Ct. of Appeal, 4th District, Case No. E055856
Porter, et al., v. Manhattan Beach Unified School District, et al., United States District Court, Central District, Case No. CV-
00-08402
Reed v. State of California, Los Angeles Unified School District, State Superintendent of Public Instruction, Jack O’Connell,
California Department of Education, and State Board of Education, et al., Los Angeles County Superior Court, Case No.
BC432420, CA Ct. of Appeal, 2nd Dist., Case No. B230817, CA Supreme Ct., Case No. 5191256
Shabazz, et al. v. Governor Edmund G. Brown Jr., California Attorney General Kamala Harris, Superintendent of Public
Instruction Tom Torlakson, President California State Board of Education Dr. Michael Kirst, Does 1-50, Alameda County
Superior Court, Case No. RG12636192
Stoner Park Community Advocates v. City of Los Angeles, Department of Planning of the City of Los Angeles, Department of
Transportation City of Los Angeles, New West Charter Middle School, and State Board of Education, Los Angeles County
Superior Court, Case No. BS138051
Today’s Fresh Start, Inc. v. Los Angeles County Office of Education, et al., Los Angeles County Superior Court, Case No.
BS112656, CA Ct. of Appeal, 2nd Dist., Case Nos. B212966 and B214470
Vergara et al. v. State of California, Governor Edmund G. Brown, Tom Torlakson, the California Department of Education,
the State Board of Education, Los Angeles County Superior Court, Case No. BC484642

Conference with Legal Counsel – Anticipated Litigation:  Under Government Code sections 11126(e), the State Board of Education
hereby provides public notice that it may meet in Closed Session to decide whether there is a significant exposure to litigation, and
to consider and act in connection with matters for which there is a significant exposure to litigation.  Under Government Code
sections 11126(e)(1) and (e)(2), the State Board of Education hereby provides public notice that it may meet in Closed Session to
decide to initiate litigation and to consider and act in connection with litigation it has decided to initiate.

Under Government Code Section 11126(c)(14), the State Board of Education hereby provides public notice that it may meet in
Closed Session to review and discuss the actual content of pupil achievement tests (including, but not limited to, the High School
Exit Exam) that have been submitted for State Board approval and/or approved by the State Board.

Under Government Code Section 11126(a), the State Board of Education hereby provides public notice that it may meet in Closed
Session regarding the appointment, employment, evaluation of performance, or dismissal, discipline, or release of public
employees, or a complaint or charge against public employees. Public employees include persons exempt from civil service under
Article VII, Section 4(e) of the California Constitution.

ALL TIMES ARE APPROXIMATE AND ARE PROVIDED 
FOR CONVENIENCE ONLY

ALL ITEMS MAY BE RE-ORDERED TO BE HEARD ON 
ANY DAY OF THE NOTICED MEETING

THE ORDER OF BUSINESS MAY BE CHANGED WITHOUT NOTICE

Time is set aside for individuals desiring to speak on any topic not otherwise on the agenda (please see the detailed agenda for
the Public Session). In all cases, the presiding officer reserves the right to impose time limits on presentations as may be
necessary to ensure that the agenda is completed.

REASONABLE ACCOMMODATION FOR ANY INDIVIDUAL WITH A DISABILITY

Pursuant to the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 and the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990, any individual with a disability who
requires reasonable accommodation to attend or participate in a meeting or function of the California State Board of Education
(SBE), may request assistance by contacting the SBE Office, 1430 N Street, Room 5111, Sacramento, CA, 95814; telephone, 916-



319-0827; facsimile, 916 319-0175.

CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION

FULL BOARD AGENDA 
Public Session

September 4, 2013

Wednesday, September 4, 2013 – 8:00 a.m. Pacific Time ±
California Department of Education 
1430 N Street, Room 1101 
Sacramento, California 95814

Call to Order
Salute to the Flag
Communications
Announcements
Report of the State Superintendent of Public Instruction
Special Presentations 
Public notice is hereby given that special presentations for informational purposes may take place during this session.
Agenda Items
Adjournment

AGENDA ITEMS

Item 1 (DOC)

Subject: Update on the Activities of the California Department of Education and State Board of Education Regarding
Implementation of Common Core State Standards Systems.

Type of Action: Information

Item 2 (DOC)

Subject:  Mathematics Framework for California Public Schools: Kindergarten Through Grade Twelve, 2013 Revision: Update on
the revision of the framework.

Type of Action:  Information

Item 3 (DOC)

Subject: Update on Statewide Assessment Transition and Smarter Balanced Assessment Development Activities.

Type of Action: Information

Item 3 Attachment 2 (PDF)

Item 4 (DOC)

Subject:  Federal Waiver Request Submittal for Title I, Part A of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act, for Flexibility in
Assessment Administration Aligned with College- and Career-ready Standards for the 2013–14 School Year Only.

Type of Action:  Action, Information 

Item 5 (DOC)

Subject:  Assessment, Development and Administration Update, Including, but not Limited to, the 2012–13 Standardized Testing
and Reporting Results, California High School Exit Examination Results, and the Accountability Progress Reporting System
Release.



Type of Action:  Information

Item 6 (DOC)

Subject:  Local Control Funding Formula: Discussion of Proposed Changes to California’s Local Educational Agency and School
Planning and Accountability System.

Type of Action: Action, Information

Item 7 (DOC)

Subject: Recommendation of a Method to Emphasize Student Mastery of Standards in Science and Social Science Through the
Public School Accountability System or by Other Means as Required by Education Code Section 52052.9.

Type of Action: Action, Information

Item 7 Attachment 1 (PDF)

Item 8 (DOC)

Subject:  Proposals for Alternative Methods to the Decile Ranks as Required by Education Code Section 52052.9.

Type of Action: Information

Item 8 Attachment 4 (PDF)

Item 9 (DOC)

Subject:  Update on the English Language Development Standards Implementation Plan.

Type of Action:  Action, Information

Item 10 (DOC)

Subject:  Adoption of Next Generation Science Standards for California Public Schools, Kindergarten through Grade Twelve as the
new Science Content Standards based upon the nationally developed Next Generation Science Standards (NGSS) as required by
Education Code 60605.85. Included in the recommendation for adoption are the NGSS Appendices A through M.

Type of Action:  Action, Information

Item 10 Attachment 1 (DOC)

WAIVERS

WAIVERS / ACTION AND CONSENT ITEMS

The following agenda items include waivers that are proposed for consent and those waivers scheduled for separate action
because CDE staff has identified possible opposition, recommended denial, or determined may present new or unusual issues that
should be considered by the State Board. Waivers proposed for consent are so indicated on each waiver’s agenda item; however,
any board member may remove a waiver from proposed consent and the item may be heard individually. On a case-by-case basis,
public testimony may be considered regarding the item, subject to the limits set by the Board President or by the President's
designee; and action different from that recommended by CDE staff may be taken.

Federal Program Waiver (Carl D. Perkins Career and Technical Education Improvement Act)

Item W-01 (DOC)

Subject: Request by four districts for a waiver of Section 131(c)(1) of the Carl D. Perkins Career and Technical Education
Improvement Act of 2006 (Public Law 109-270).

Waiver Numbers:



Bret Harte Union High School District Fed-03-2013
Escalon Unified School District Fed-01-2013
Muroc Joint Unified School District Fed-04-2013
Pierce Joint Unified School District Fed-02-2013

(Recommended for APPROVAL)

Schoolsite Council Statute (Number and Composition of Members)

Item W-02 (DOC)

Subject: Request by thirteen local educational agencies, under the authority of California Education Code Section 52863 for
waivers of Education Code Section 52852, relating to schoolsite councils regarding changes in shared, composition, or shared and
composition members.

Waiver Numbers:

Big Pine Unified School District 8-5-2013
Charter Oak Unified School District 12-5-2013
Cotati-Rohnert Park Unified School District 7-5-2013
Glenn County Office of Education 11-5-2013
Gold Oak Union Elementary School District 29-6-2013
Golden Valley Unified School District 8-6-2013
Kernville Union Elementary School District 26-6-2013
Madera County Office of Education 17-5-2013
Marin County Office of Education 24-5-2013
Placer Union High School District 12-6-2013
Plumas County Office of Education 10-6-2013
Rio Elementary School District 16-6-2013
Woodland Joint Unified School District 26-5-2013
Woodland Joint Unified School District 27-5-2013

(Recommended for APPROVAL WITH CONDITIONS)

Special Education Program (Educational Interpreter for Deaf and Hard of Hearing)

Item W-03 (DOC)

Subject: Request by three local educational agencies to waive California Code of Regulations, Title 5, Section 3051.16(b)(3), the
requirement that educational interpreters for deaf and hard of hearing pupils meet minimum qualifications as of July 1, 2009, to
allow three educational interpreters to continue to provide services to students until June 30, 2014, under a remediation plan to
complete those minimum qualifications.

Waiver Numbers:

Clovis Unified School District 4-5-2013
Hemet Unified School District 2-5-2013
Shasta County Office of Education 13-5-2013

(Recommended for APPROVAL WITH CONDITIONS)

Special Education Program (Resource Teacher Caseload)

Item W-04 (DOC)

Subject: Request by two local educational agencies, under the authority of California Education Code Section 56101 and California
Code of Regulations, Title 5, Section 3100, to waive Education Code Section 56362(c). Approval of this waiver will allow the
resource specialists at both agencies to exceed the maximum caseload of 28 students by no more than four students (32
maximum).

Waiver Numbers:



Pioneer Union Elementary School District 3-6-2013
Placer Union High School District 38-4-2013

(Recommended for APPROVAL WITH CONDITIONS)

State Testing Apportionment Report (STAR)

Item W-05 (DOC)

Subject: Request by two local educational agencies to waive the State Testing Apportionment Information Report deadline of
December 31 in the California Code of Regulations, Title 5, Section 11517.5(b)(1)(A), regarding the California English Language
Development Test; or Title5, Section 1225(b)(2)(A), regarding the California High School Exit Examination; or Title 5, Section
862(c)(2)(A), regarding the Standardized Testing and Reporting Program.

Waiver Numbers:

Anderson Valley Unified School District 18-5-2013 
Orange Unified School District 9-5-2013

(Recommended for APPROVAL)

Community Day Schools (CDS) (Colocate Facilities)

Item W-06 (DOC)

Subject: Request by two local educational agencies under the authority of California Education Code Section 33050, to waive
portions of California Education Code Section 48661(a), relating to the colocation of a community day school with other types of
schools and/or portions of California Education Code sections 48660 and 48916.1(d), relating to the allowable grade spans for
community day schools.

Waiver Numbers:

Chaffey Joint Union High School District 4-6-2013
Sierra Unified School District 10-5-2013

(Recommended for APPROVAL WITH CONDITIONS)

Equity Length of Time (Equity Length of Time)

Item W-07 (DOC)

Subject: Request by Forestville Union Elementary School District to waive California Education Code Section 37202, the equity
length of time requirement for transitional kindergartern and kindergarten programs at Forestville Union Elementary School.

Waiver Number: 28-5-2013

(Recommended for APPROVAL WITH CONDITIONS)

Out-of-State Use of Funds and Transportation Allowances

Item W-08 (DOC)

Subject: Request by Dunsmuir Joint Union High School District to waive a portion of California Education Code Section 35330(b)(3)
to authorize expenditure of school district funds for students to travel to Oregon and Nevada to attend economically prudent
curricular and extracurricular trips/events and competitions.

Waiver Number: 6-6-2013

(Recommended for APPROVAL)

School Construction Bonds (Bond Indebtedness Limit - Non-Unified after 2000)



Item W-09 (DOC)

Subject: Request by Weaver Union School District to waive California Education Code sections 15102 and portions of 15268
related to bonded indebtedness limits. Total bonded indebtedness may not exceed 1.25 percent of the taxable assessed valuation
of property for elementary school districts. Depending on the type of bond, a tax rate levy limit of $30 per $100,000 of assessed
value for elementary school districts may also apply.

Waiver Number: 23-5-2013

(Recommended for APPROVAL WITH CONDITIONS)

School District Reorganization (Elimination of Election Requirement)

Item W-10 (DOC)

Subject: Request by Bonsall Union Elementary School District to waive California Education Code Section 35103, that requires the
election for the initial governing board of a newly formed school district to be held in March.

Waiver Number: 15-5-2013

(Recommended for APPROVAL)

School District Reorganization (Elimination of Election Requirement)

Item W-11 (DOC)

Subject: Request by Lodi Unified School District to waive California Education Code Section 5020, and portions of sections 5019,
5021, and 5030, that require a district-wide election to establish new trustee areas.

Waiver Number: 21-6-2013

(Recommended for APPROVAL)

Special Education Program (Algebra I Requirement for Graduation)

Item W-12 (DOC)

Subject: Request by Natomas Unified School District to waive California Education Code Section 51224.5(b), the requirement that
all students graduating in the 2012–13 school year be required to complete a course in Algebra I (or equivalent) to be given a
diploma of graduation, for five special education students based on Education Code Section 56101, the special education waiver
authority.

Waiver Number: 20-6-2013

(Recommended for APPROVAL)

Class Size Penalties (Over Limit on Grades 1-3)

Item W-13 (DOC)

Subject: Request by 12 districts, under the authority of California Education Code Section 41382, to waive portions of Education
Code sections 41376(a), (c), and (d) and/or 41378(a) through (e), relating to class size penalties for kindergarten through grade
three. For kindergarten, the overall class size average is 31 to one with no class larger than 33. For grades one through three, the
overall class size average is 30 to one with no class larger than 32.

Waiver Numbers:

Adelanto Elementary School District 108-12-2012
Atascadero Unified School District 5-5-2013
Cottonwood Union Elementary School District 19-5-2013
Cottonwood Union Elementary School District 21-5-2013
El Monte City Elementary School District 18-6-2013
Fruitvale Elementary School District 14-5-2013



Gold Oak Union Elementary School District 16-5-2013
Greenfield Union Elementary School District 27-6-2013
Jamul-Dulzura Union Elementary School District 15-6-2013
New Haven Unified School District 5-6-2013
Sacramento City Unified School District 7-6-2013
Stanislaus Union Elementary School District 19-6-2013
Vacaville Unified School District 17-6-2013

(Recommended for APPROVAL WITH CONDITIONS)

Class Size Penalties (Over Limit on Grades 4-8)

Item W-14 (DOC)

Subject: Request by two districts to waive portions of California Education Code Section 41376(b) and (e), relating to class size
penalties for grades four through eight. A district’s current class size maximum is the greater of the 1964 statewide average of 29.9
to one or the district’s 1964 average.

Waiver Numbers:

Dos Palos Oro Loma Joint Unified School District 29-5-2013
Jamul-Dulzura Union Elementary School District 14-6-2013

(Recommended for APPROVAL WITH CONDITIONS)

Quality Education Investment Act (Class Size Reduction Requirements)

Item W-15 (DOC)

Subject: Request by three local educational agencies to waive portions of California Education Code Section 52055.740(a),
regarding class size reduction requirements under the Quality Education Investment Act.

Waiver Numbers:

Baldwin Park Unified School District 22-6-2013
Paramount Unified School District 13-6-2013
Pond Union Elementary School District 2-6-2013

(Recommended for APPROVAL WITH CONDITIONS)

END OF WAIVERS

Item 11 (DOC)

Subject: Subject: STATE BOARD PROJECTS AND PRIORITIES.

Including, but not limited to, future meeting plans; agenda items; and officer nominations and/or elections; State Board office
budget, staffing, appointments, and direction to staff; declaratory and commendatory resolutions; bylaw review and revision; Board
policy; approval of minutes; Board liaison reports; training of Board members; and other matters of interest. 

Type of Action:  Action, Information

Item 12 (DOC)

Subject: Subject: PUBLIC COMMENT. 

Public Comment is invited on any matter not included on the printed agenda. Depending on the number of individuals wishing to
address the State Board, the presiding officer may establish specific time limits on presentations.

Type of Action:  Information

Item 13 (DOC)



Subject:  Approval of the Charter School Number Assigned to Newly Established Charter Schools.

Type of Action:  Action, Information

Item 14 (DOC)

Subject: Elementary and Secondary Education Act: Approval of Local Educational Agency Plans, Title I, Section 1112.

Type of Action:  Action, Information

Item 15 (DOC)

Subject: Elementary and Secondary Education Act: Supplemental Educational Services Providers: Approval of Additional Providers
to the 2013–15 State Board of Education-Approved Supplemental Educational Services Provider List and Denial of an Applicant
Based on Appeal.

Type of Action:  Action, Information

Item 16 (DOC)

Subject: Update on Issues Related to California’s Implementation of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act and Other
Federal Programs: Fiscal Year 2012 School Improvement Grant Cohort 2 Fiscal Year 2012 Grant Award Notification; Title III
Response to the Final Report Issued by the Student Achievement and School Accountability Programs Office.

Type of Action:  Action, Information

Item 16 Attachment 1 (PDF)
Accessible Alternative Version (AAV) of Item 16 Attachment 1

Item 17 (DOC)

Subject: Approve Changes to the State of California Consolidated State Application Workbook related to the Title III Accountability
System in order to Comply with the Federal Title III Accountability Requirements.

Type of Action:  Action, Information

Item 18 (DOC; 1MB)

Subject:  Civic Center Act: Approve Commencement of the Rulemaking Process for Amendments to the California Code of
Regulations, Title 5, sections 14037-14042.

Type of Action:  Action, Information

Item 18 Attachment 4 (PDF; 1MB)
Accessible Alternative Version (AAV) of Item 18 Attachment 4

Because no relevant comments were received during the 15-day comment period, the regulations were forwarded to the
Office of Administrative Law consistent with the State Board of Education’s action at the July 10-11, 2013 meeting.
Therefore, the following item, Item 19, has been withdrawn by the California Department of Education.

Item 19 -- Withdrawn as of August 26, 2013

Subject:  Pupil Fees and Discrimination Complaints: Adopt Proposed California Code of Regulations, Title 5, sections 4600-4650.

Type of Action: Action, Information

Item 20 (DOC; 2MB)

Subject: Approval of 2013–14 Consolidated Applications.



Type of Action:  Action, Information

ADJOURNMENT OF MEETING

This agenda is posted on the State Board of Education’s Web site [http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/ag/]. For more information
concerning this agenda, please contact the State Board of Education at 1430 N Street, Room 5111, Sacramento, CA, 95814;
telephone 916-319-0827; facsimile 916-319-0175. Members of the public wishing to send written comments about an agenda item
to the board are encouraged to send an electronic copy to SBE@cde.ca.gov, with the item number clearly marked in the subject
line. In order to ensure that comments are received by board members in advance of the meeting, materials must be received by
12:00 Noon on Friday, August 30, 2013, the Friday before the meeting, due to the SBE office being closed on Labor Day, Monday,
September 2, 2013.

Questions: State Board of Education | 916-319-0827 

Last Reviewed: Monday, August 26, 2013

California Department of Education
Mobile site | Full site

http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/ag/
mailto:SBE@cde.ca.gov
http://m.cde.ca.gov/
http://www.cde.ca.gov/
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California Department of Education 
Executive Office 
SBE-003 (REV. 09/2011) 
exe-sep13item01 ITEM #01  
  

              CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION 
 

SEPTEMBER 2013 AGENDA 

SUBJECT 
 
Update on the Activities of the California Department of 
Education and State Board of Education Regarding 
Implementation of Common Core State Standards Systems. 
 

 Action 

 Information 

 Public Hearing 

 
SUMMARY OF THE ISSUE(S) 
 
This agenda item is the fourteenth in a series of regular updates to inform the State 
Board of Education (SBE) and public regarding Common Core State Standards (CCSS) 
systems implementation activities. 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
The California Department of Education (CDE) recommends that the SBE take action 
as deemed necessary and appropriate but recommends no specific action at this time. 
 
BRIEF HISTORY OF KEY ISSUES 
 
When the SBE adopted the CCSS with additions in 2010, these standards became the 
current subject-matter standards in English language arts and mathematics. The full 
implementation of these standards will occur over several years as a new system of 
CCSS-aligned curriculum, instruction, and assessment is developed.  
 
The CCSS Systems Implementation Plan for California, available on the CDE CCSS 
Web page at http://www.cde.ca.gov/re/cc/, was jointly presented by the SBE and State 
Superintendent of Public Instruction (SSPI) to the Governor and the California State 
Legislature in March 2012. A Web-based interactive timeline that provides detailed 
information regarding the statewide implementation projects included in the plan is 
available on the CDE CCSS Systems Implementation—Significant Milestones Web 
page at http://www.cde.ca.gov/re/cc/tl/index.asp. 
 

http://www.cde.ca.gov/re/cc/
http://www.cde.ca.gov/re/cc/tl/index.asp
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SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND 
ACTION 
 
July 2011-July 2013: The CDE presented to the SBE a series of regular updates on 
the implementation of the CCSS. 
 
March 2012: The SBE unanimously voted to present, in partnership with the SSPI, the 
CCSS Systems Implementation Plan for California to the Governor and the California 
State Legislature thereby fulfilling the requirements of California Education Code 
Section 60605.8 (h).  
 
June 2011: Governor Edmund G. Brown, Jr., SSPI Tom Torlakson, and SBE President 
Michael Kirst signed the memorandum of understanding for California’s participation as  
a governing state in the Smarter Balanced Assessment Consortium (Smarter 
Balanced).  
California was previously a participating state in the Partnership for the Assessment of 
Readiness for College and Careers (PARCC).  
 
November 2010: The CDE presented to the SBE an update on the implementation of 
the CCSS. This update was provided at the joint meeting between the SBE and the 
Commission on Teacher Credentialing (See agenda at 
http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/pn/ctcsbeagenda08nov2010.asp).  
 
August 2010: Pursuant to Senate Bill X5 1, the SBE adopted the academic content 
standards in English language arts and mathematics as proposed by the California 
Academic Content Standards Commission (ACSC); the standards include the CCSS 
and specific additional standards that the ACSC had deemed necessary to maintain the 
integrity and rigor of California’s already high standards.  
 
May 2009: The SSPI, the Governor of California, and the SBE President agreed to 
participate in the Council of Chief State School Officers and the National Governors 
Association Center for Best Practices initiative to develop the CCSS as part of 
California’s application to the federal Race to the Top grant. 
 
FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE) 
 
The cost of implementing the CCSS is significant, but will be offset by the improved 
efficiencies, benefits of shared costs with other states, and the shifting of current costs 
to CCSS activities. Currently, the CDE is providing free professional learning support via 
webinars and presentations and is providing ongoing guidance to the field for 
transitioning to the CCSS. In terms of instructional materials, costs will span multiple 
years but will be offset by access to a national market of materials and greater price 
competition in so long as California does not add state-specific evaluation criteria. 
Nonetheless, the implementation of new CCSS-aligned assessments, professional 
learning supports, and instructional materials will require a shifting and infusion of new 
resources. 

http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/pn/ctcsbeagenda08nov2010.asp
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ATTACHMENT(S) 
 
Attachment 1: Common Core State Standards Systems Implementation Plan 

Highlights: July-August 2013 (5 pages) 
 
Attachment 2: CCSS Implementation Outreach: State Board and Department of 

Education Activities (5 pages) 
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Common Core State Standards 
Systems Implementation Plan 
Highlights: July--August 2013  

 
 
1. Facilitate high quality professional learning opportunities for 

educators to ensure that every student has access to teachers who are 
prepared to teach to the levels of rigor and depth required by the CCSS. 

 The California Department of Education (CDE) has released two new additions to the 
collection of Common Core State Standards (CCSS) professional learning modules (PLMs) 
for educators: 

 Assessment Literacy: This module provides an overview of the components of a 
balanced assessment system as applied to the CCSS. Assessment as an integrated 
part of the instructional cycle and the roles of both formative and summative 
assessments in that cycle are addressed. This module emphasizes the 
identification and effective use of a variety of classroom formative assessment 
strategies/techniques and the appropriate use of the resulting data to inform 
instructional decisions to improve student learning. 

 Content Literacy in History/Social Studies, Kindergarten through Grade Five: This 
module provides elementary teachers, kindergarten through grade five, with 
information, strategies, exemplars, video vignettes, and resources to strengthen 
students’ informational literacy through reading, writing, listening, and speaking 
activities in the context of social studies. By increasing attention on literacy 
within the History/Social Studies curriculum, educators take an important step 
towards providing all students with the knowledge, skills, and dispositions for 
success in college, career, and civic life as engaged citizens in the 21st century. 

A total of eight online PLMs are currently available for teachers to access independently 
or for schools or districts to use as facilitated professional learning. The PLMs were 
designed to deepen educators' understanding of the CCSS; instructional strategies to 
support the learning of all pupils, including English learners, pupils with disabilities, and 
underperforming pupils; and instructional strategies that promote creativity, innovation, 
critical thinking, problem solving, collaboration, and communication skills in all 
academic content areas. 

The modules are located on the Brokers of Expertise (BoE) Web site located 
at http://ccssplm.myboe.org/. The BoE Web site also offers resources and a platform for 
questions about the CCSS. Additional modules are being developed and will be available 

http://ccssplm.myboe.org/
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before September 2013. More information is available on the CDE Professional Learning 
Modules for Educators Web page at http://www.cde.ca.gov/re/cc/ccssplm.asp. 
 

 Building on the Curriculum Support and Reform Act of 2011 (California Assembly Bill 
250) that required the CDE to oversee the development of PLMs that support teachers 
in delivering curriculum aligned to the CCSS to all pupils, the current California Budget 
apportioned $600,000 for the creation of CCSS PLMs for school administrators. While 
the CCSS professional learning modules required in AB 250 are for both teachers and 
administrators, they are geared towards instruction in a classroom. The site 
administrator will benefit from modules geared directly toward the leadership position 
and based on school-wide program needs. The selection of topics is in committee, but 
may include: 

 
 Strategies that assist site administrators in the implementation of the CCSS 

including shared leadership, maximizing school funds, use of student data, etc. 
 

 Provide for instructional strategies that promote creativity, innovation, critical 
thinking, problem solving while implementing the CCSS.  
 

 Strategies to infuse Professional Learning Communities as a vehicle for 
collaboration among teachers and change in the school curriculum and culture 
based upon the CCSS.  
 

 Identifying and ensuring that CCSS differentiated instructional strategies are 
taking place for students with disabilities, English learners, students in gifted and 
talented education programs, and other students. 
 

 Understanding and promoting best practices and strategies including clinical and 
diagnostic approaches to improve instructional practices school-wide. 
 

 Using the CCSS as a tool for coaching instructional staff in need of improvement. 
 
2. Provide CCSS-aligned instructional resources designed to meet the 

diverse needs of all students. 
 
 On July 1, 2013, the Council of Chief State School Officers (CCSSO) held a virtual forum 

to create a work group for interested states on state review processes for CCSS-aligned 
textbooks. This work group explores the possibility of states sharing criteria for rubrics 
for CCSS-aligned textbooks, developing or sharing training materials on the Publishers’ 
Criteria for district and school leaders, creating a private, shared space where states 
could share their individual reviews of textbooks, and other topics of interest to states. 
This work group is intended to inform individual state actions and will not produce a 

http://www.cde.ca.gov/re/cc/ccssplm.asp
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single, national rubric or resource on textbooks aligned to the CCSS. The CCSSO sees 
California as one of several states having already developed high-quality rubrics for 
evaluating materials. Two in-person meetings may be held over the next six to nine 
months, and other interactions will be virtual.  

 
 CDE staff attended Achieve’s meeting on the Educators Evaluating Quality Instructional 

Products (EQuIP) project and open educational resources (OER) on July 11, 2013. The 
objectives of the meeting were to share information about ways that educators are 
presently using the EQuIP and OER rubrics, both separately and in concert, along with 
discussing recommendations for strengthening the alignment between these rubrics, 
with regards to their use and/or guidance for states to use them in concert to identify a 
blend of traditional and digital materials. Below are links to the EQuIP Mathematics and 
English language arts (ELA)/Literacy Rubrics, along with the Achieve OER Rubrics: 

 
 EQuIP Rubric for Lessons & Units: Mathematics: 

http://www.achieve.org/files/EQuIPmathrubric-06-17-13.pdf 
 EQuIP Rubric for Lessons & Units: ELA/Literacy: 

http://www.achieve.org/files/EQuIP-ELArubric-06-24-13-FINAL.pdf  
 EQuIP Rubric for Lessons & Units: ELA/Literacy Grades K-2: 

http://www.achieve.org/files/K-2ELALiteracyEQuIPRubric-06-24-13-FINAL.pdf  
 Achieve OER Rubrics: 

http://www.achieve.org/files/AchieveOERRubrics.pdf  
 

 On July 18 and 19, 2013, CDE staff trained approximately 60 teachers, administrators, 
and content experts to review instructional materials for English language development 
(ELD) specifically created to help bridge the gap from the 1999 ELD Standards to the 
California English Language Development Standards (CA ELD Standards) adopted by the 
State Board of Education (SBE) in November 2012. The new CA ELD Standards are 
closely aligned to the CCSS for ELA and Literacy. This supplemental instructional 
materials review, though not an adoption, will allow teachers and students to access 
content that has been designed to focus on the key shifts identified in the new 
standards. Reviewers will evaluate the materials through the summer, reconvene in 
November to discuss the 12 programs submitted for review, and report their 
recommendations to the State Superintendent of Public Instruction (SSPI). The SSPI will 
make his recommendations to the SBE for action in the spring of 2014. 
 

 An update regarding the 2013 revision of the Mathematics Framework for California 
Public Schools: Kindergarten Through Grade Twelve is provided in Item 2.  
 

 An update on the status of the CA ELD Standards implementation plan is provided in 
Item 9. 

 

http://www.achieve.org/files/EQuIPmathrubric-06-17-13.pdf
http://www.achieve.org/files/EQuIP-ELArubric-06-24-13-FINAL.pdf
http://www.achieve.org/files/K-2ELALiteracyEQuIPRubric-06-24-13-FINAL.pdf
http://www.achieve.org/files/AchieveOERRubrics.pdf
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3. Develop and transition to CCSS-aligned assessment systems to inform 
instruction, establish priorities for professional learning, and provide 
tools for accountability. 

 
 CDE staff participated in the CCSSO Transitioning to New Assessments Meeting in 

Chicago, IL on August 21–22, 2013. The California team had the opportunity to 
collaborate with national experts to dig deeply into the technical and policy issues states 
face in transitioning from current state exams to common college and career ready 
assessments. 
 

 An update regarding statewide assessment transition and Smarter Balanced assessment 
resources and development activities is provided in Item 3. 

 
6.  Seek, create, and disseminate resources to support stakeholders as 

CCSS systems implementation moves forward. 
 
 Education trailer bill AB 86 (Chapter 48, Statutes of 2013) provides for the 

apportionment of funds to support statewide implementation of the CCSS. The CCSS 
implementation funds may be expended for any of the following purposes: 
 
 Professional development for teachers, administrators, and paraprofessional 

educators or other classified employees involved in the direct instruction of 
pupils that is aligned to the academic content standards. 
 

 Instructional materials aligned to the academic content standards. 
 

 Integration of the academic content standards through technology-based 
instruction, including expenditures necessary to support the administration of 
computer-based assessments. 

 
More information regarding the apportionment and expenditure of these funds, 
including frequently asked questions (FAQs), is available on the CDE Common Core 
Implementation Funds Web page at http://www.cde.ca.gov/fg/aa/ca/commoncore.asp.  
 

 The CDE has developed an online CCSS implementation guide to assist local educational 
agencies (LEAs) in local plan development. It includes numerous suggestions and 
resources organized by the seven guiding strategies of the CCSS Systems Implementation 
Plan for California. The guide, available on the CDE CCSS Systems Implementation Guide 
Web page at http://www.cde.ca.gov/re/cc/ccssguide.asp, will be updated regularly as 
new resources become available. 

 

http://www.cde.ca.gov/fg/aa/ca/commoncore.asp
http://www.cde.ca.gov/re/cc/ccssguide.asp
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7. Design and establish systems of effective communication among 
stakeholders to continuously identify areas of need and disseminate 
information. 

 
 The CDE promotes new CCSS-related resources via the CDE CCSS Web page and listserv. 

Summary of Web-based Outreach Data:  
 

 June July August 

Listserv Subscribers 6,977 7,782 Available September 1 

Total Web Page Hits 269,417 265,184 Available September 1 
 
 A summary of select outreach and communications activities of the CDE and SBE is 

provided in Attachment 2 of this item. 
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Common Core State Standards Implementation 
Outreach 

State Board and Department of Education 
Activities 

 
Engage partners in facilitating two-way communication and leverage local and 
state implementation activities. 
 
Dates/Events Participants Description 

July 17, 2013 
 
Regional 
Assessment 
Network 
Meeting 

Regional County 
Office of Education 
Assessment 
Liaisons 
 
California 
Department of 
Education (CDE) 
Staff from various 
Divisions 

Presented an update on key transition and Smarter 
Balanced Assessment development activities 
including: potential double-testing flexibility for the 
spring 2014 Field Test, recent assessment transition 
legislative activity, recently released Smarter Balanced 
resources, and selection of educators for participation 
in upcoming Smarter Balanced development 
activities. 
 

July 18, 2013 
 
Policy Analysis 
for California 
Education Pre-
K—3 Common 
Core State 
Standards 
meeting 

15 stakeholders 
from the Pre-K and 
K-12 communities 
 
CDE/SBE Team:  
Michael Kirst, 
Barbara Murchison 

Facilitated a discussion regarding the alignment of 
pre-kindergarten programs with K—12 programs to 
both support the implementation of the Common 
Core State Standards (CCSS) and strengthen pre-
kindergarten programs. 
 
 

July 22, 2013 
 
Presentation to 
Arts Academy 
with the 
Sacramento 
County Office of 
Education 
(SCOE) 
Leadership 
Institute 

50 teachers from 
grades K-12 
 
 CDE/SBE Team: 
Carrie Roberts 
 

Presented instructional strategies for integrating the 
visual and performing arts and the CCSS. 
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Dates/Events Participants Description 

July 25, 2013 
 
Smarter 
Balanced 
Update for 
Education 
Coalition (EDCO) 
Liaisons  

Education 
Coalition Smarter 
Balanced Liaisons 
 
California 
Department of 
Education (CDE) 
Statewide 
Assessment 
Transition Office 
 
CDE Team:  
Rodney Okamoto 
and Deborah 
Baumgartner 

Presented an update on key transition and Smarter 
Balanced Assessment development activities 
including: potential double-testing flexibility for the 
spring 2014 Field Test, recent assessment transition 
legislative activity, recently released Smarter Balanced 
resources, and selection of educators for participation 
in upcoming Smarter Balanced development 
activities. 
 

August 5-7, 
2013 
 
 
Stanford Center 
for Opportunity 
Policy in 
Education 
(SCOPE) 
Performance 
Design Institute, 
Stanford 
University 

Multi-state teams  
involved in the 
Innovation Lab 
Network invited    
 
 
CDE Team:  
Jessica Valdez, 
Linda Hooper, 
Jamie Contreras, 
Jane Liang, 
Michelle Magyar, 
Emily Oliva, 
Carrie Roberts, 
Mary Rice, 
Roxane Fidler 
 

Participated in the Performance Assessment Design 
Institute, providing state assessment developers and 
partners with a range of opportunities to develop 
performance assessments aligned with new content 
standards and individual state’s focus. Participants 
gained actionable plans and tools that advance the 
work of CDE. 
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Dates/Events Participants Description 

August 5-7, 2013 
 
Presentation to 
Region 1 
Summer Unit 
Planning for 
Implementation 
of the CCSS 
Academy, Lake 
and Humboldt 
County Offices 
of Education 

200 educators 
 
 
CDE/SBE Team:  
Nancy Brownell 

Provide an update on recent CCSS implementation 
activities of the CDE and SBE.    

August 6, 2013 
 
 
California 
Teachers 
Association 
(CTA) Summer 
Institute 

Educators from 
across the state 
 
 
CDE/SBE Team: 
Deb Sigman 

Presented an update on Smarter Balanced work in 
progress at the annual CTA Summer Institute. 

August 8, 2013 
 
 
Presentation on 
multi-year 
planning 
priorities for 
common core 
implementation, 
Lake Tahoe 
Unified School 
District 

30 district 
administrators and 
local governing 
board 
 
 
CDE/SBE Team:  
Nancy Brownell 

Present to district leadership to review the context of 
educational policy changes in motion and discuss 
CCSS implementation plan strategies focused on 
professional development, collaboration, assessment 
and communication. 
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Dates/Events Participants Description 

August 9, 2013 
 
 
Presentation on 
instructional 
shifts and 
learning 
expectations of 
CCSS  for Balboa 
Elementary staff 
and parents 

40 teachers and 
administrators and 
parent leadership 
council 
 
 
CDE/SBE Team:  
Nancy Brownell 

Present update on CCSS implementation resources 
and strategies related to instructional shifts and 
student assessments for school staff and parents.  

 

August 16, 2013 
 
Present to 
Categorical 
Programs 
Directors 
Meeting 

40 Categorical 
Programs Directors 
 
CDE/ SBE Team:  
Tom Adams,  
Joy Kessel,  
Cheryl Tiner 

Presentations regarding instructional materials 
adoptions and utilization of Common Core 
implementation funds. 

August 21-22, 
2013 
 
Participate in 
Implementing 
Common Core 
Standards State 
Collaborative 
(CCSSO) 

Multi-state CCSSO 
meeting on 
implementation 
topics 
 
CDE/ SBE Team: 
Deb Sigman, Diane 
Hernandez, Jessica 
Valdez, John 
Boivin, Nancy 
Brownell, Barbara 
Murchison 

Discussion-based time with national experts to dig 
deeply into the technical and policy issues states face 
in transitioning from current state exams to common 
college and career ready assessments. 
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Dates/Events Participants Description 

August 28, 2013 
 
 
Presentation on    
multi-year 
planning 
priorities for 
common core 
implementation, 
Del Norte 
Unified School 
District 

100 district 
teachers and 
administrators   
 
 
CDE/SBE Team:  
Nancy Brownell 

Present to district teachers and administrators to 
review the context of educational policy changes in 
motion and discuss CCSS implementation plan 
strategies focused on professional development, 
collaboration, assessment and communication. 
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              CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION 
 

SEPTEMBER 2013 AGENDA 

SUBJECT 
 
Mathematics Framework for California Public Schools: 
Kindergarten Through Grade Twelve, 2013 Revision: Update on 
the revision of the framework.  
 

 Action 

 Information 

 Public Hearing 

 
SUMMARY OF THE ISSUE(S) 
California Education Code (EC) Section 60207 requires the State Board of Education 
(SBE) to adopt a revised mathematics curriculum framework and evaluation criteria for 
the adoption of mathematics instructional materials aligned to the California Common 
Core State Standards for Mathematics (CA CCSS). EC Section 60204 calls for the 
Instructional Quality Commission (IQC) to recommend curriculum frameworks to the 
SBE. This item is an update on the 2013 revision of the Mathematics Framework for 
California Public Schools: Kindergarten Through Grade Twelve (Mathematics 
Framework). 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
The California Department of Education (CDE) is not seeking SBE action and has no 
recommendation on this item. The revised draft of the Mathematics Framework is 
available on the CDE Mathematics Curriculum Framework Web page at 
http://www.cde.ca.gov/ci/ma/cf/, and it will be on the November 2013 agenda for action.  
 
BRIEF HISTORY OF KEY ISSUES 
 
Framework Development Process 
The development of a curriculum framework is a multi-step process with many 
opportunities for public involvement. In February and March 2012, four regional focus 
groups were convened to receive input from the field on how to revise the Mathematics 
Framework. The comments received at the focus group meetings informed the  
SBE-adopted “Curriculum Framework and Evaluation Criteria Committee Guidelines for 
the 2013 Revision of the Mathematics Framework for California Public Schools, 
Kindergarten Through Grade Twelve,” which was the guiding document for the work of 
the Mathematics Curriculum Framework and Evaluation Criteria Committee (MCFCC). 
The MCFCC met six times from September 2012 to February 2013 and developed an 
initial revised draft Mathematics Framework.  
 

http://www.cde.ca.gov/ci/ma/cf/
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In March 2013, the IQC reviewed and edited the MCFCC’s initial revised draft 
Mathematics Framework and approved it for posting and distribution for the first of two 
60-day public review and comment periods. The draft Mathematics Framework was 
posted from April 17 through June 17, 2013, with an online survey to facilitate public 
comment. In June and July, the IQC considered public comments from the online 
survey, individuals, and organizations. On July 30, 2013, the IQC made further edits to 
the draft Mathematics Framework based on the comments received. At its meeting, the 
IQC took action to (1) recommend that the SBE adopt the revised draft Mathematics 
Framework and (2) post and distribute the draft Mathematics Framework for a second 
required 60-day public review and comment period. 
 
In November 2013, the IQC will formally present the revised draft Mathematics 
Framework to the SBE for adoption. The SBE will convene a public hearing on the draft 
Mathematics Framework before taking action. The SBE may make additional edits to 
the draft Mathematics Framework that will be incorporated into the document by CDE 
staff before it is published. 
 
Course Placement and Sequencing 
Making decisions about placement of students into higher mathematics courses is a 
topic of interest to educators, parents, and students. The SBE-approved guidelines for 
the framework development called for, “Discussion of options for middle school 
acceleration to support Algebra I or Integrated Mathematics I prior to ninth grade that 
are consistent with the other Common Core states.” The draft Mathematics Framework 
includes an appendix document that addresses that acceleration. Initially, the document 
focused on acceleration, but the focus was broadened to include course placement and 
sequences. Dr. Neal Finkelstein, with the California Comprehensive Center at WestEd, 
has been working with Curriculum Framework and Instructional Resources Division staff 
on the revision. Dr. Finkelstein will discuss his ongoing research into how to place 
students into mathematics courses so that they can succeed, and the findings in 
“College Bound in Middle School & High School?” which is available online at 
http://www.cftl.org/documents/2012/CFTL_MathPatterns_Main_Report.pdf. 
 
SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND 
ACTION 
 
January 2013: The SBE approved the “Criteria for Evaluating Mathematics Instructional 
Materials for Kindergarten through Grade Eight,” which was drafted by the MCFCC and 
then revised and recommended by the IQC. The SBE also adopted modifications to the 
California additions to the CA CCSSM and the Model Courses for Higher Mathematics 
as recommended by State Superintendent of Public Instruction Torlakson, pursuant to 
EC Section 60505.11.  
 
July 2012: The SBE: (1) approved the “Curriculum Framework and Evaluation Criteria 
Committee Guidelines for the 2013 Revision of the Mathematics Framework for 
California Public Schools, Kindergarten Through Grade Twelve,” as recommended by 
the IQC, and (2) appointed 19 members to the MCFCC, as recommended by the IQC.  
 

http://www.cftl.org/documents/2012/CFTL_MathPatterns_Main_Report.pdf
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January 2012: The SBE approved the timeline and MCFCC application form for the 
2013 revision of the Mathematics Framework. The MCFCC application was available 
online from January 17 through April 18, 2012. 
 
August 2010: The SBE adopted the academic content standards in mathematics as 
proposed by the California Academic Content Standards Commission (ACSC); the 
standards include the Common Core State Standards for Mathematics and specific 
additional standards that the ACSC had deemed necessary to maintain the integrity and 
rigor of California’s already high standards.  
 
January 2008: The SBE adopted new California Code of Regulations, Title 5, sections 
governing the curriculum framework and instructional materials adoption process. 
 
FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE) 
 
The cost of developing and printing a curriculum framework is approximately $1.2 
million, including staff costs, editing and printing costs, and expenses related to the 
various committees involved in its development.  
 
ATTACHMENT(S) 
 
None 
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              CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION 
 

SEPTEMBER 2013 AGENDA 

SUBJECT 
 
Update on Statewide Assessment Transition and Smarter 
Balanced Assessment Development Activities. 

 Action 

 Information 

 Public Hearing 

 
SUMMARY OF THE ISSUE(S) 
 
Pending legislative authority, California will begin implementing a new statewide student 
assessment system beginning in the 2014–15 school year. Assembly Bill (AB) 484 
(Bonilla) proposes the California Measurement of Academic Performance and Progress 
for the 21st Century (CalMAPP21), which would succeed the existing Standardized 
Testing and Reporting (STAR) Program. AB 484 reflects many of the recommendations 
provided to the California State Legislature by the State Superintendent of Public 
Instruction (SSPI) for California’s transition to a future assessment system. Among the 
recommendations is the suspension of certain STAR Program assessments beginning 
in the 2013–14 school year, participation in a multistate assessment consortium for 
English–language arts (ELA) and mathematics assessments (i.e., the Smarter Balanced 
Assessment Consortium), and assessment of a full curriculum. 
 
This item provides an update on California’s transition to a new statewide student 
assessment system as well as Smarter Balanced assessment development activities 
including, but not limited to, an update on key legislation regarding the transition to a 
new student assessment system; findings from the California Department of Education 
(CDE) technology preparedness survey of local educational agencies (LEAs); and 
Smarter Balanced Pilot Test student and administrator survey findings (see Attachment 
1). As requested by the State Board of Education (SBE) at its July 2013 meeting, 
information will be provided about the costs associated with the current statewide 
assessment system compared to those for the Smarter Balanced system of 
assessments (see Attachment 2). 
 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
This is the fourth update to the SBE since the release of the SSPI’s report to the 
Legislature, Recommendations for Transitioning California to a Future Assessment 
System. At this time, no specific action is recommended. 
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BRIEF HISTORY OF KEY ISSUES 
 
California adopted the Common Core State Standards for ELA and mathematics in 
August 2010 and joined the Smarter Balanced Assessment Consortium  
as a governing state in June 2011. California’s current statewide student assessment 
system, the STAR Program, is scheduled to sunset July 1, 2014. In response to 
California Education Code (EC) Section 60604.5, the SSPI consulted with stakeholders 
and, on January 8, 2013, provided the Legislature with recommendations for 
transitioning California to a future assessment system. The SSPI’s recommendations 
report can be found on the Statewide Pupil Assessment System Web page at 
http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/tg/sa/ab250.asp. On February 19, 2013, AB 484 was 
introduced to address the SSPI’s recommendations. 
 
SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND 
ACTION 
 
In July 2013, the SBE received an update from the CDE on Smarter Balanced 
assessment development activities, including the release of Practice Tests, feedback 
from CDE staff observations of the spring 2013 Pilot Test, California educator 
involvement in item development and Digital Library development activities, available 
resources to help gauge the technology readiness of LEAs, and initial cost estimates for 
implementing the Smarter Balanced system of assessments. The SBE requested that 
the following information be provided at the September SBE meeting:  
a comparison of STAR Program and CalMAPP21 assessments and, if available, 
findings from the spring 2013 Pilot Test as well as research regarding computer versus 
paper-based testing and the costs of statewide testing in California. 
 
In May 2013, the CDE and Smarter Balanced Executive Director Joe Willhoft presented 
an update on Smarter Balanced assessment development activities, including the 
assessment consortium’s sustainability plan, initial achievement level descriptors and 
college content readiness policy, the spring 2013 Pilot Test and Practice Tests, and the 
Digital Library. 
 
In March 2013, the CDE presented the first update on the future statewide assessment 
system and Smarter Balanced assessment development activities, including the initial 
achievement level descriptors and college content readiness policy. 
 
In January 2013, the CDE presented to the SBE the SSPI’s recommendations to the 
Legislature for the future statewide assessment system and engaged in discussion with 
the SBE regarding the recommendations. 
 
FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE) 
 
Attachment 2 provides a comparison of the STAR ELA and mathematics assessments 
to the estimated implementation costs of the Smarter Balanced assessments. 
 
 

http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/tg/sa/ab250.asp


dsib-adad-sep13item02 
Page 3 of 3 

 
 

8/27/2013 3:42 PM 

ATTACHMENT(S) 
 
Attachment 1: Assessment Transition and Smarter Balanced Assessment Development 

Activities (4 Pages) 
 
Attachment 2: Estimated Cost Comparison: Current Assessment System Compared to           

Smarter Balanced Assessment Consortium (1 Page) 
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Assessment Transition and Smarter Balanced                                                       
Assessment Development Activities 

 
 
Legislative Update  
 
Assembly Bill (AB) 484, which proposes the establishment of California’s new statewide 
student assessment system, California Measurement of Academic Performance and 
Progress for the 21st Century (CalMAPP21), was last amended July 3, 2013. AB 484 
was referred to suspense file by the Senate Appropriations Committee on August 12, 
2013. Further amendments to AB 484 are anticipated, and the bill is expected to be 
voted on by the Senate in early September.  
 
Senate Bill (SB) 247 (Liu) proposes that the State provide local educational agencies 
(LEAs) with a list of approved grade two diagnostic assessments which would be 
optional for LEAs to use, and provide funding to assist LEAs with the purchase of those 
assessments. SB 247 was referred to suspense file by the Assembly Appropriations 
Committee on August 14, 2013, and is expected to be voted on by the Assembly in 
early September.  
 
 
Findings from the California Department of Education (CDE) Technology 
Preparedness Survey for Local Educational Agencies 
 
In June, the CDE launched a survey to gauge the preparedness of California LEAs for 
computer-based testing on the basis of the Smarter Balanced minimum technology 
specifications. The survey asked LEA information technology (IT) directors to indicate 
the extent to which they believe their LEAs have sufficient technology capabilities, 
including computing devices, network bandwidth, facilities, and technical support, to 
administer Smarter Balanced assessments. Most respondents indicated that they have 
complete or considerable confidence that their LEA currently has the capacity to 
complete computer-based testing within a twelve-week window. In general, respondents 
indicated they have more confidence that their LEAs possess sufficient computing 
devices and network bandwidth and they have less confidence that their LEAs have 
adequate facilities and technical personnel to support the Smarter Balanced 
assessments. As of August 14, 2013, over 500 LEAs had completed the survey. The 
CDE will continue to collect survey responses, and further findings will be provided as 
part of the transition update at the September 2013 SBE meeting. 
 
 
Research Regarding State and Local Costs to Implement Statewide Student 
Testing in California  
 
Recent research by the Stanford Center for Opportunity Policy in Education (SCOPE) 
estimates the local costs for administering interim assessments in California to be 
$14.71 per student. SCOPE acknowledged that this amount does not include costs for 
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formative tools and practices which guide instruction. The research article is available in 
its entirety online at http://edpolicy.stanford.edu/publications/pubs/745. The Smarter 
Balanced system of assessments includes both an interim and formative component, in 
addition to a summative component. AB 484 proposes that California purchase the 
optional interim and formative components of the Smarter Balanced system of 
assessments so all LEAs have equal access to these critical components which guide 
instruction and student learning. Attachment 2 provides a cost comparison between the 
ELA and mathematics assessments from the Standardized Testing and Reporting 
Program and the Smarter Balanced system of assessments.  
 
 
Research Regarding Computer-Based Versus Paper-Based Testing 
 
Research conducted by the Oregon Department of Education examined the 
comparability of paper-based tests with computer-adaptive tests. Results showed that, 
in general, average test scores and standard errors were similar across computer-
based and paper-based modes of test delivery. The complete research study is 
available at 
http://www.ode.state.or.us/teachlearn/testing/manuals/2007/doc4.1comparabilitytesatop
andp.pdf.  
 
With the exception of paper-based forms that may be produced for special studies, the 
Field Test will be administered fully via computer. In addition, during the Field Test, 
Smarter Balanced will conduct a study of the adaptive algorithm. Continued research 
will be conducted by Smarter Balanced during the operational test years to examine the 
differences between results from paper-based and computer-based test administrations. 
As part of the operational test, Smarter Balanced states will produce scores from both 
paper-based and adaptive tests which can be combined for reporting aggregate results 
at the school, district, and state levels. 
 
 
Smarter Balanced Accessibility and Accommodations Guidelines Development 
 
On August 13, 2013, Smarter Balanced released its draft Accessibility and 
Accommodations Guidelines for a two-week public review and feedback period. The 
Guidelines document is written for school and district staff who will be involved in 
decisions related to students’ use of accessibility tools and accommodations on the 
Smarter Balanced assessments. The guidelines are intended to assist districts and 
schools in designing their own procedures to ensure that all students receive the 
accommodations they need. The draft Guidelines are available on the CDE Smarter 
Balanced Web page at http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/tg/sa/access.asp.  
  
CDE announced the opportunity to review and provide feedback to LEAs and other 
stakeholder groups. In addition, CDE staff from the Assessment Development and 
Administration, Special Education, State Special Schools and Services, and English 
Learner Support Divisions reviewed the Guidelines and provided consolidated feedback 

http://edpolicy.stanford.edu/publications/pubs/745
http://www.ode.state.or.us/teachlearn/testing/manuals/2007/doc4.1comparabilitytesatopandp.pdf
http://www.ode.state.or.us/teachlearn/testing/manuals/2007/doc4.1comparabilitytesatopandp.pdf
http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/tg/sa/access.asp
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to Smarter Balanced. The Guidelines are expected to be voted on by Smarter Balanced 
governing states in September 2013.  
 
 
Scoring Guides Now Available for the Smarter Balanced Practice Tests  
 
Scoring guides are now available for the Smarter Balanced Practice Tests in grades 
three through eight and grade eleven for ELA and mathematics. In addition, a scoring 
guide is now available for each of the Braille Practice Tests, which include grades four, 
seven, and eleven for ELA and grades three, seven, and eleven for mathematics. The 
scoring guides are available on the Smarter Balanced Web page at 
http://sbac.portal.airast.org/Practice_Test/resources.html.  
 
The scoring guides provide answer keys to selected-response and short-answer 
questions in addition to scoring rubrics for constructed-response items and performance 
tasks. For selected-response items, the scoring guides describe the rationale for correct 
and incorrect answers. For constructed-response items, the scoring guides explain the 
criteria that must be met for each possible score point.  
 
 
Smarter Balanced Pilot Test Findings Report Available Soon  
 
Smarter Balanced is expected to soon release a report of findings from student and 
administrator surveys that were administered as part of the spring 2013 Pilot Test. The 
purpose of the Pilot Test was to examine the test delivery system and item features.  
Approximately 5,000 items were examined as part of the spring 2013 Pilot Test, 
including approximately 90 performance tasks.  
 
 
Spring 2014 Field Test Development 
 
The Smarter Balanced Field Test is currently scheduled to take place across consortium 
states March 18–June 6, 2014. While the school and student sampling structure for the 
Field Test are under development, it is anticipated that a minimum of 20 percent of 
students across consortium states will be selected for the sample (10 percent to Field 
Test ELA items and 10 percent to Field Test mathematics items). States are expected 
to have the option to assess participating students in both subject areas, which would 
reduce the overall percent of students needed for the sample. Smarter Balanced is 
exploring the option of providing participating states, for a cost, individual student 
reports for a subset of Field Test items. Item development is under way for the Field 
Test, and a number of California educators are involved in item writing and review 
activities.  
 
 
 
 

http://sbac.portal.airast.org/Practice_Test/resources.html
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Annual Assessment Update Meeting for LEAs 
 
This fall, the CDE will host its annual assessment update meeting for LEA assessment 
directors. The meetings will focus on California’s transition to a new assessment and 
accountability system. An update meeting for LEAs in northern California will be held on 
October 21, 2013 in Sacramento, and an update meeting for LEAs in southern 
California will be held on October 28, 2013 in Ontario. 
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Prepared by the California Department of Education, August 2013 

Estimated Cost Comparison: Current Assessment System Compared to Smarter Balanced Assessment Consortium

Current Assessment System
Standardized Testing and Reporting (STAR): California Standards 
    Tests (CSTs) and California Modified Assessment (CMA)1

Subjects: English–Language Arts and Mathematics2

Grades tested: grades 3–83

Number students tested: approximately 2,750,0002 Costs

Test Forms construction, blueprint alignment, $3.6 million4

Construction content and bias reviews, etc. $1.30 per pupil
Delivery/ 25-day window
Administration Paper and pencil

4Preliminary 10–12 days after all testing $36.4 million
Reporting LEA reports (July 1–August 8) $13.23 per pupil
Results State level internet reports (August 15)

Student reports (August/September)

Costs for 2014 test administration: $40 million
Per pupil rate: $14.54

Locally-
5 $40.4 million5

administered Interim testing paid for by LEAs
$14.71 per pupil5Assessments

Average annual item development costs Item $1.96 million4
for a 35 percent item refresh rate per test 

Development $0.71 per pupilfrom 2010 through 2012.  

Local Assessments and Item Development costs: $42.36 million
Per pupil rate: $15.40

Overall costs: $82.36 million
Overall per pupil rate: $29.94

Smarter Balanced
Smarter Balanced Assessment Consortium Assessments

Subjects: English–Language Arts and Mathematics
Grades tested: grades 3–8 and 11
Number students tested: approximately 3,200,000 Costs

Ongoing maintenance of assessment 
Test system: validation research, blueprint 
Construction alignment, accommodations and $9.55 million

accessibility research, etc. $9.55 per pupil
(1 million cap)Item 

Ongoing refreshment of test items
Development
Locally-

Formative assessments (grades K–12)
administered Interim assessments (grades 3–11)
Assessments

Window: to be determined
Delivery/ Computer-based testing $56.8 million6

Administration Computer Adaptive $17.75 per pupil6
Paper and pencil (option)

LEA reports Reporting 
State level internet reports 

Results Student reports

Technology Hosting of computer-based testing To be determined
Services

Costs for 2015 test administration: $66.35 million +
Technology Services 

Overall per pupil rate: $27.30 +
Technology Services 

1The STAR CMA will also be replaced by Smarter Balanced assessments. The Smarter Balanced design does not require a separate assessment for students with disabilities 
that were administered the STAR CMA.
2Approximately 450,000 students in grade 10 will also be assessed with ESEA-required STAR assessments in science ($2 million in additional costs).
3California High School Exit Examination (CAHSEE) grade 10 ELA and math results are currently used for accountability reporting. 
4STAR administration costs are based on contract costs budgeted for a 2014 test administration for CSTs and CMA assessments in ELA and math for grades 3–8 only. Average 
annual STAR item development costs are based on contract costs budgeted from 2010–2012. No further item development was budgeted after 2012. Note: The current STAR 
costs for all subjects (ELA, math, science, and history–social science) in grades 2–11 is approximately $51 million to test approximately 4.8 million students (approximately 
$10.62 per pupil).
5The STAR Program does not include formative or interim assessments. The current LEA cost for interim assessments is estimated to be approximately $14.71 per pupil per 
the 2013 report Developing Assessments of Deeper Learning: The Costs and Benefits of Using Tests that Help Students Learn  by Linda Darling-Hammond and Frank Adamson.
6The Smarter Balanced state-managed cost estimate of $17.75 per pupil is based on estimates as of August 14, 2013, and is subject to contract negotiations.  
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              CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION 
 

SEPTEMBER 2013 AGENDA 

SUBJECT 
 
Federal Waiver Request Submittal for Title I, Part A of the 
Elementary and Secondary Education Act, for Flexibility in 
Assessment Administration Aligned with College- and Career-
ready Standards for the 2013–14 School Year Only.  

 Action 

 Information 

 Public Hearing 

 
SUMMARY OF THE ISSUE(S) 
 
On June 18, 2013, the U.S. Secretary of Education announced that the U.S. 
Department of Education (ED) will consider waiver requests for academic assessments 
and accountability (Section 1111[b][2] and [3] of the Elementary and Secondary 
Education Act [ESEA]) from states that participate in field testing of new state 
assessments during the 2013–14 school year (SY). This measure is intended to support 
states during the transition to new assessments aligned to common core state 
standards (CCSS).  
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
The California Department of Education (CDE) recommends the State Board of 
Education (SBE) approve the release of a draft Title I waiver request for a 10-day 
comment period. Upon completion of the public comment period, delegate authority to 
the SBE President in consultation with the State Superintendent of Public Instruction to 
submit the Title I waiver request to ED. 
 
BRIEF HISTORY OF KEY ISSUES 
 
Title I, Part A of the ESEA requires states to implement yearly student academic 
assessments in mathematics, reading or language arts, and science for specified 
grades/grade spans. The Standardized Testing and Reporting (STAR) Program tests 
are used in California to meet that requirement. These assessments are used as the 
primary means of determining the yearly performance, or adequate yearly progress, of 
the state and of each local educational agency and school.  
 
During the 2013–14 school year, schools will participate in the field testing of the 
Smarter Balanced assessments and pilot testing of the National Center and State 
Collaborative (NCSC) assessments in English-language arts (ELA) and mathematics. 
These assessments are aligned to CCSS. The NCSC assessments are for students 
with the most significant cognitive disabilities.  
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Due to concerns over the administration of state tests that are not aligned to the CCSS 
and in consideration of fiscal resources, California seeks a one-year Title I waiver for 
students to participate in the new field and pilot tests, where applicable. The waiver, if 
approved by ED, will support new assessment processes that align to CCSS. Schools’ 
participation in the Smarter Balanced field tests and NCSC pilot tests will support efforts 
to transition to curriculum and instruction aligned to CCSS in the classroom.  
 
The ED will also consider a request for participating schools to retain their federal 
accountability designations for an additional year during which the same targeted 
interventions (if in Program Improvement) would have to continue.  
 
SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND 
ACTION 
 
At the July 2013 SBE meeting, Deputy Superintendent of Public Instruction, Deborah 
V.H. Sigman, presented information about the U.S. Secretary of Education’s June 18, 
2013, announcement that the ED will consider waiver requests from states that 
participate in field testing of new state assessments during the 2013–14 school year. 
Deputy Superintendent Sigman indicated that the Department would pursue a waiver. 
 
FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE) 
 
None at this time.  
 
ATTACHMENT(S) 
 
None. 
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California Department of Education 
Executive Office 
SBE-003 (REV. 09/2011) 
dsib-adad-sep13item04 ITEM #05  
  

              CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION 
 

SEPTEMBER AGENDA 

SUBJECT 
 
Assessment, Development and Administration Update, Including, 
but not Limited to, the 2012–13 Standardized Testing and 
Reporting Results, California High School Exit Examination 
Results, and the Accountability Progress Reporting System 
Release. 
 

 Action 

 Information 

 Public Hearing 

 
SUMMARY OF THE ISSUE(S) 
 
Standardized Testing and Reporting  
On August 8, 2013, State Superintendent of Public Instruction (SSPI) Tom Torlakson 
released the annual summary results from the 2012–13 Standardized Testing and 
Reporting (STAR) administrations on the California Department of Education (CDE) 
STAR Web page at http://star.cde.ca.gov. The CDE STAR testing results Web page 
displays the following: 
 

• Aggregate results for the four components of the STAR program, the California 
Standards Test (CST), the California Modified Assessment (CMA), the California 
Alternate Performance Assessment (CAPA), and the Standards-based Tests in 
Spanish (STS) at the school, school district, county, and state levels 

 
• CST Summary Reports at the school, school district, county, and state levels 

 
• Aggregate results for students by grade, disability status, economic status,  

English language fluency, ethnicity, ethnicity for economic status, parent 
education, gender, and special program participation 

 
• Cross-year aggregate reports by economic status and ethnicity by county and 

school district 
 
California High School Exit Examination 
On August 29, 2013, SSPI Tom Torlakson released the annual summary results from 
the 2012–13 California High School Exit Examination (CAHSEE) administrations on the 
CDE DataQuest Web page at http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/. The news release and 
accompanying summary of results can be found at the CDE CAHSEE Summary of 
Results Web page at  http://cahsee.cde.ca.gov/. The CDE CAHSEE Web page at 
http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/tg/hs/ displays: 
 

http://star.cde.ca.gov/
http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/
http://cahsee.cde.ca.gov/
http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/tg/hs/
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• Summary results for the July, October, November, and December 2012 
administrations, as well as the February, March, and May 2013 administrations 
 

• Summary results at the school, school district, county, and state levels 
 

• Summary results for students by grade, gender, race/ethnicity, language fluency, 
socioeconomic status, and special education program participation 

 
• Summary reports by economic status and race/ethnicity by county and school 

district 
 
Accountability Progress Reporting System 
On August 29, 2013, SSPI Tom Torlakson is scheduled to release the 2012–13 
Accountability Progress Reporting (APR) system results on the CDE APR Web page at 
http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/ac/ar/. The APR system generates reports that meet state as 
well as federal accountability requirements. The summary of APR results includes the 
proportion of: 
 

• Schools that made all state Academic Performance Index (API) growth targets 
• Schools that met federal Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) requirements 
• Federal Title I schools and local educational agencies (LEAs), in California that 

are identified for Program Improvement (PI) 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
There is no specific action recommended at this time. 
 
BRIEF HISTORY OF KEY ISSUES 
 
The CDE is required to make the grade, school, school district, and state results for the 
STAR available on the Internet by August 15 of each year. 
 
Historically, CAHSEE annual results are released in August. 
 
The APR is typically released in late August or early September. 
 
SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND 
ACTION 
 
The CDE has provided the results of the STAR and CAHSEE administrations, as well 
as the APR system that includes results from the 2013 Growth API, 2013 AYP, and 
2012–13 PI Reports to the SBE annually. 
 
FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE) 
 
All costs associated with the activities related to the: 

• Recent STAR administrations are included in the current STAR contract 

http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/ac/ar/
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• Recent CAHSEE administrations are included in the current Educational Testing 
Service and Human Resources Research Organization contracts 

 
• APR system are included in the Assessment and Accountability Division’s 

budget 
 
ATTACHMENT(S) 
 
None. 
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California Department of Education 
Executive Office 
SBE-003 (REV. 09/2011) 
exe-sep13item02 ITEM #06  
  

              CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION 
 

SEPTEMBER 2013 AGENDA 

SUBJECT 
 
Local Control Funding Formula: Discussion of Proposed 
Changes to California’s Local Educational Agency and School 
Planning and Accountability System. 

 Action 

 Information 

 Public Hearing 

 
SUMMARY OF THE ISSUE(S) 
 
On July 1, 2013, the Governor signed Assembly Bill 97 (Chapter 47, Statutes of 2013) 
to enact the Local Control Funding Formula (LCFF). This agenda item is the second in a 
series of regular updates to inform the State Board of Education (SBE) and the public 
regarding the implementation of the LCFF. 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
No specific action is recommended at this time. 
 
BRIEF HISTORY OF KEY ISSUES 
 
The LCFF is intended to provide a funding mechanism that is simple and transparent 
while allowing local educational agencies (LEAs) maximum flexibility in allocating 
resources to meet local needs. As LEAs embark on the transition to full LCFF 
implementation that is scheduled for 2020–21, the State Board of Education (SBE) will 
encounter issues that will require their input and action in order to support local 
implementation of LCFF. Specifically, the SBE is required to review and take action on 
the following: 
 

• On or before January 1, 2014, the SBE must review for approval the updated 
standards and criteria for use by LEAs in the adoption of local budgets. 
(Education Code [EC] Section 33127)  
 

• Before January 30, 2014, the SBE must review for approval the Public School 
Accountability Act Advisory Committee (PSAA) recommendations for changes to 
the Academic Performance Index (API) based on the LCFF. (EC 52052.1) 
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• By January 31, 2014, the SBE must review for approval spending regulations 

that clarify how expenditures of funds should be managed to demonstrate 
compliance. (EC 42238.07)  

 
• On or before March 31, 2014, the SBE must review for approval the local control 

and accountability plan (LCAP) templates for use by LEAs to support local 
adoption and annual review of the LCAP. (EC 52064)  

 
• On or before October 1, 2015, the SBE must review for approval evaluation 

rubrics that provide a “holistic multidimensional assessment” of LEA strengths 
and weaknesses to be used by entities providing technical assistance and 
evaluating LEAs that may need intervention. (EC 52064.5)  

 
 
SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND 
ACTION 
 
The SBE has historically been responsible for adopting standards and criteria for LEA 
and school accountability, and for assigning interventions according to those criteria, in 
both state and federal accountability systems.  
 
July 2013: The CDE and WestEd presented to the SBE an informational update on the 
implementation of the LCFF.  
 
FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE) 
 
The 2013 Budget Act appropriates $2.067 billion for allocation to school districts and 
charter schools in the first year of LCFF implementation, and $32 million for allocation to 
county offices of education for the County LCFF. The budget also provides $2 million to 
the Governor’s Office of Planning and Research to provide assistance to the SBE to 
develop and adopt specified regulations, evaluation rubrics, and local control and 
accountability plan templates. 
 
ATTACHMENT(S) 
 
Attachment 1: Local Control Funding Formula Implementation: Legislative Intent and 

State Board of Education Roles (2 pages) 
 
Attachment 2:  Local Control Funding Formula Implementation Outreach: State Board 

and Department of Education (4 pages) 
 
Attachment 3: Update on Pending State Board of Education Action Items, Including 

Proposed Actions (7 pages) 
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Local Control Funding Formula Implementation: Legislative Intent  
and State Board of Education Conceptual Framework 

 
 

This year, as you consider new education laws, I ask you to consider the 
principle of Subsidiarity. Subsidiarity is the idea that a central authority 
should only perform those tasks which cannot be performed at a more 
immediate or local level. In other words, higher or more remote levels of 
government, like the state, should render assistance to local school 
districts, but always respect their primary jurisdiction and the dignity and 
freedom of teachers and students.  
 
Subsidiarity is offended when distant authorities prescribe in minute detail 
what is taught, how it is taught and how it is to be measured. I would 
prefer to trust our teachers who are in the classroom each day, doing the 
real work – lighting fires in young minds. – Governor Brown’s State of 
the State Address, January 24, 2013 
 
Today, I'm signing a bill that is truly revolutionary. We are bringing 
government closer to the people, to the classroom where real decisions 
are made and directing the money where the need and the challenge is 
greatest. This is a good day for California, it’s a good day for school kids 
and it’s a good day for our future. – Governor’s Office Press Release, 
July 1, 2013 
 

 
 
The State Board of Education’s (SBE) primary challenge as it takes action to adopt the 
Local Control Funding Formula (LCFF) regulations, templates, and rubrics is to balance 
maximum flexibility with maximum accountability. That challenge was articulated at 
recent public meetings, with representatives of LEAs urging the SBE to resist 
restrictions on spending to the greatest extent possible, and alternatively, with 
representatives of advocacy groups expressing concerns that funds be used for the 
benefit of targeted student populations, and that parents be full partners in this process.  
 
 
Conceptual Framework 
 
Over the next three SBE meetings, staff will be seeking direction from the board to bring 
forth recommendations that satisfy the legislative requirements and that recognize 
diverse local implementation contexts.  
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Based on initial analysis of the statute and stakeholder feedback to date (see 
Attachments 2 and 3), the following key decision points are emerging for SBE decision 
and action: 
 

Funding Use 
 

• “…increase or improve services for unduplicated pupils…” (Education 
Code [EC] 42238.07) 
 

• “…in proportion to the increase in funds apportioned on the basis of the 
number and concentration of unduplicated pupils…” (EC 42238.07) 

 
• Districtwide, countywide, and schoolwide purposes in a manner that is no 

more restrictive than the restrictions provided for in Title I. (EC 42238.07) 
 

Templates 
 

• Parent committees and engagement  
 

• Linkage to other plans (e.g., Local Educational Agency Plans and Single 
Plan for Student Achievement) 

 
• Alignment and response to State Priorities  

 
Guiding Questions 

 
To further refine these key decision points, the SBE is requested to consider the 
following guiding questions: 
 

• How does the LCFF support transparency and simplicity?  
 

• How will LEAs demonstrate increased and improved services for 
unduplicated students?  

 
• What elements/information should be included in LCAP plan templates to 

support use of funds consistent with LCFF? 
 

• What elements/information should be included in the LCAP plan and 
budget templates to support alignment to the State Priorities? 
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Local Control Funding Formula Implementation Outreach:  
State Board and Department of Education 

 
 
Overview of Local Control Funding Formula Stakeholder Engagement 
 
In the weeks since Governor Brown signed this revolutionary legislation, a number of 
steps have been taken to gather stakeholder input to inform the development of the 
Local Control Funding Formula (LCFF) regulations, templates, and resources to support 
local implementation. These steps include convening an implementation working group 
comprised of representatives from approximately 20 statewide organizations directly 
involved with local implementation, conducting a series of regional stakeholder input 
sessions, hosting conference calls with superintendents, and soliciting written 
comments from the public.   
 
Guiding Principles 
 
In order to maintain the intent of the statute and meet the required implementation 
timeline, the stakeholder input process has been structured around the following guiding 
principles: 
 

• Implement and not advocate, focusing on implementation of the current law and 
abiding by the legislative direction and intent. 
 

• Simple and transparent, creating a funding mechanism that is focused on the 
needs of students and is equitable and easy to understand. 

 
• Local flexibility, allowing local educational agencies (LEAs) maximum flexibility in 

allocating resources to meeting local needs. 
 

• Unique contexts for implementation, differentiating as needed to support local 
flexibility within the unique contexts that exist for LEAs (e.g., size, type, needs, 
etc.). 

 
• Local educational agency finance, recognizing county offices of education, 

school districts, and charters as the fiscal agent with site allocation 
methodologies and management practices within the purview of LEAs. 

 
• Accountability, holding school agencies accountable for academic and fiscal 

outcomes. 
 

• Stakeholder input, allowing for meaningful and purposeful stakeholder input 
during the development process that supports the identification of LCFF guiding 
principles.  

 



exe-sep13item02 
Attachment 2 

Page 2 of 4 
 

 

8/27/2013 3:42 PM 

 
Local Control Funding Formula Stakeholder Engagement Activities 
 
 

Date Activity Location 
July 23, 2013 LCFF Implementation 

Working Group Meeting 
California Department of 
Education, Sacramento 

August 8, 2013 Regional Input Meeting 
 

Primary Location: Los Angeles 
County Office of Education 
Remote Location: San Diego 
County Office of Education 

August 12, 2013 Regional Input Meeting 
 

Primary Location: Sacramento 
County Office of Education 
Remote Location: Shasta County 
Office of Education 

August 13, 2013 Regional Input Meeting 
 

Primary Location: Kern County 
Office of Education 
Remote Location: Fresno County 
Office of Education 

August 22, 2013 LCFF Implementation 
Working Group Meeting 

CDE, Sacramento 

September 19, 2013 LCFF Implementation 
Working Group Meeting 

WestEd Office, Sacramento 

October 24, 2014 LCFF Implementation 
Working Group Meeting 

CDE, Sacramento 

 
 
Guiding Questions 
 
The preliminary feedback sessions have targeted input around the following questions: 
 

• What are the concerns and messaging needs to support effective 2013–14 
implementation requirements associated with the LCFF? 
 

• How does the LCFF support transparency and simplicity? 
 

• What direction/standards/limits should be in place to ensure LEAs “increase or 
improve services for unduplicated pupils on the basis of the number and 
concentration of unduplicated pupils” while also providing for maximum flexibility? 
(see Education Code [EC] Section 42238.07) 
 

• How should the local control and accountability plan (LCAP) relate to other 
existing plans (e.g., Single Plan for Student Achievement and Title III Plan)? 
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• What are attributes of useful and relevant templates for planning and budgeting? 

 
• What type of information and support do LEAs need to prepare for LCFF 

implementation? 

 
Preliminary Themes 

Although the voices at the input sessions varied, in the aggregate participants 
advocated strongly on behalf of LEAs, advocacy groups, teachers, classified staff, 
parents, and students. Themes that have emerged from preliminary feedback sessions 
include: 
 

• Clear and consistent messages to direct and guide implementation are needed. 
 

• LCFF is a major shift/change for LEAs from a categorical mindset to performance 
based and priority focused budgeting and planning process; training is needed at 
all levels to support this shift in approach. 
 

• An understanding of the “baseline” or starting point for the LCFF is necessary to 
support LCFF shifts and identify how services are improved and increased for 
“unduplicated pupils.” 
 

• The LCFF process should build and increase public trust of the education system 
and this needs to begin with and include building meaningful parent and 
community engagement opportunities to inform the development and adoption of 
LCFF budget and plans. 
 

• Common and clear definitions would help with the LCFF, especially with new 
terms that are specific to LCFF changes (e.g., flexibility and LCAP). 
 

• LEAs need support to crosswalk pre-LCFF operations to the post-LCFF world. 
This includes assistance with technical aspects (e.g., how much money and 
accounting components) as well as performance-oriented activities (e.g., 
planning and stakeholder engagement). 

All issues, concerns, and suggested solutions to support the implementation of the 
LCFF are tracked in a comprehensive database that is regularly referenced to ensure 
that items of critical importance to LCFF implementation are appropriately addressed 
through the various implementation activities supported by the State Board of Education 
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(SBE) and California Department of Education (CDE). This process also aids in 
consistent communication with stakeholders who may participate in a portion of the 
feedback opportunities. 
 
Local Control Funding Formula Guidance and Communication 
 
Ongoing communication with the field continues to be a major priority for CDE and SBE 
staff with support from WestEd. This includes the remaining implementation working 
group sessions in September and October, statewide outreach through 
correspondences and webinars, updates and public comments opportunities at 
meetings of the SBE, and virtual meeting opportunities for broad public engagement.  
 
The feedback from all of these sessions has been used to immediately inform the 
content for Frequently Asked Questions (FAQs) posted to the California Department of 
Education (CDE) Web site and a series of communications intended to support the field 
in implementing the LCFF (e.g., http://www.cde.ca.gov/nr/el/le/yr13ltr0807.asp). The 
online posting of resources specific to LCFF information and implementation is located 
on the CDE LCFF Web page at http://www.cde.ca.gov/fg/aa/lc/index.asp.  
 
 
 

http://www.cde.ca.gov/nr/el/le/yr13ltr0807.asp
http://www.cde.ca.gov/fg/aa/lc/index.asp
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Update on Pending State Board of Education Action Items, Including Proposed 
Actions 

 
Below is an overview of requirements that necessitate action from the State Board of 
Education (SBE) to facilitate local implementation of Local Control Funding Formula 
(LCFF). The scope of each requirement is clarified as specified in Education Code, 
followed by an update on the development process and identification of any potential 
challenges for consideration of the board. For additional information and detail on LCFF 
requirements, please review Assembly Bill 97 (Chapter 47, Statutes of 2013). AB 97 is 
located at the following link: http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/pub/13-14/bill/asm/ab_0051-
0100/ab_97_bill_20130701_chaptered.htm 
 
 
Budget Standards and Criteria  
 
The requirements for updated budget standards and criteria as specified in the 
amended Education Code Section 33127 are as follows: 
 

(c) The Superintendent, the Controller, and the Director of Finance shall update 
the standards and criteria developed pursuant to subdivision (a) on or before  
January 1, 2014, to address the requirements of Article 4.5 (commencing with  
Section 52060) of Chapter 6.1 of Part 28. The updated standards and criteria 
shall be reviewed and adopted pursuant to the procedure established by 
subdivision (a) and are applicable to local educational agency budgets 
commencing with the 2014-15 fiscal year and each fiscal year thereafter. 

 
• The California Department of Education (CDE) has initiated the process to 

update the Criteria and Standards to align with the local control and 
accountability plan (LCAP) requirements using the committee required by statute.  
 

• Updated standards and criteria will be presented to the State Board of Education 
(SBE) as Title 5 regulations for approval at the November 2013 meeting. 
 

• Historically, this requirement has presented minimal challenges for the SBE. As 
the standards and criteria are updated to align with LCFF/LCAP requirements, 
the Standardized Account Code Structure (SACS) will be updated to support the 
implementation of LCFF.  

 
 
Academic Performance Index 
 
The requirements for the Public Schools Advisory Act (PSAA) advisory committee 
recommendations as specified in amended Education Code Section 52052 are as 
follows: 
 

(c) Before January 30, 2014, the advisory committee established pursuant to  

http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/pub/13-14/bill/asm/ab_0051-0100/ab_97_bill_20130701_chaptered.htm
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/pub/13-14/bill/asm/ab_0051-0100/ab_97_bill_20130701_chaptered.htm
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Section 52052.5 shall review, and recommend to the Superintendent and the 
state board any changes proposed for, the assignment of accountability data to 
the school district of residence pursuant to paragraph (1) of subdivision (a) based 
on the addition of sections 2574, 2575, 42238.02, and 42238.03, and Article 4.5 
(commencing with Section 52060) by the act adding this subdivision. 

 
• The PSAA advisory committee will convene on September 6, 2013,  

October 22, 2013, and December 9, 2013.  
 

• The review of assigning accountability data to the district of residence as it 
relates to the implementation of LCFF is scheduled for discussion at the  
October 2013 PSAA advisory committee meeting.  

 
• Frequently asked questions (FAQs) on the API as it relates to the LCFF/LCAP 

will be posted on the LCFF Web page as information becomes available. 
 

• Recommendations will be presented to the board no later than the January 2014 
SBE meeting.  
 

• It is anticipated that this requirement will result in minimal challenges for the SBE. 
The PSAA advisory committee is currently developing recommendations for 
implementation of requirements set forth in Chapter 577, Statutes of 2012 
(Senate Bill 1458, Steinberg). The committee will continue to focus on this work 
as the requirements identified in LCFF are anticipated to result in minor technical 
adjustments to the API. 
 

 
Spending Regulations 
 
The requirements for LCFF spending regulations as specified in Education Code 
Section 42238.07 are as follows:  
 

(a) On or before January 31, 2014, the state board shall adopt regulations that 
govern the expenditure of funds apportioned on the basis of the number and 
concentration of unduplicated pupils pursuant to sections 2574, 2575, 42238.02, 
and 42238.03. The regulations shall include, but are not limited to, provisions that 
do all of the following: 
 
(1) Require a school district, county office of education, or charter school to 
increase or improve services for unduplicated pupils in proportion to the increase 
in funds apportioned on the basis of the number and concentration of 
unduplicated pupils in the school district, county office of education, or charter 
school. 
 
(2) Authorize a school district, county office of education, or charter school to 
use funds apportioned on the basis of the number of unduplicated pupils for 
schoolwide purposes, or, for school districts, districtwide purposes, for county 
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offices of education, countywide purposes, or for charter schools, charterwide 
purposes, in a manner that is no more restrictive than the restrictions provided for 
in Title I of the federal No Child Left Behind Act of 2001 (20 U.S.C. Section 6301, 
et seq.). 
 
(b) The state board may adopt emergency regulations for purposes of this 
section. 

 
• Based on the LCFF guiding principles and information gathered from the 

stakeholder input sessions to date, a summary of considerations and ideas are 
presented to the board as the basis of a conceptual framework for LCFF 
regulations. Specifically, the notion that regulation development should clarify 
and define LCFF implementation concepts in two significant areas – funding use 
and templates will be discussed (see Attachment 1).  
 

• Additional stakeholder input opportunities are scheduled for September and 
October and it is anticipated that the spending regulation conceptual framework 
will be further refined and presented to the board at the November 2013 SBE 
meeting for continued discussion and deliberation. 
 

• The final draft of spending regulations will be presented to the board for approval 
at the January 2014 SBE meeting. 
 

• As referenced in Attachment 1, the board will be faced with many challenges 
throughout the deliberation and development of LCFF spending regulations. 

 
LCAP Templates 
 
The requirements for the LCAP templates as specified in Education Code  
Section 52064 are as follows: 
 

(a) On or before March 31, 2014, the state board shall adopt templates for the 
following purposes: 
 
(1) For use by school districts to meet the requirements of sections 52060 to 
52063, inclusive. 
 
(2) For use by county superintendents of schools to meet the requirements of 
sections 52066 to 52069, inclusive. 
 
(3) For use by charter schools to meet the requirements of Section 47606.5. 
 
(b) The templates developed by the state board shall allow a school district, 
county superintendent of schools, or charter school to complete a single local 
control and accountability plan to meet the requirements of this article and the 
requirements of the federal No Child Left Behind Act of 2001 related to local 
educational agency plans pursuant to Section 1112 of Subpart 1 of Part A of Title 
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I of Public Law 107-110. The state board shall also take steps to minimize 
duplication of effort at the local level to the greatest extent possible. 
 
(c) If possible, the templates identified in paragraph (2) of subdivision (a) for use 
by county superintendents of schools shall allow a county superintendent of 
schools to develop a single local control and accountability plan that would also 
satisfy the requirements of Section 48926. 
 
(d) The state board shall adopt the template pursuant to the requirements of the 
Administrative Procedure Act (Chapter 3.5 (commencing with Section 11340) of 
Part 1 of Division 3 of Title 2 of the Government Code). The state board may 
adopt emergency regulations for purposes of implementing this section. 
 
(e) Revisions to a template or evaluation rubric shall be approved by the state 
board by January 31 before the fiscal year during which the template or 
evaluation rubric is to be used by a school district, county superintendent of 
schools, or charter school. 
 
(f) The adoption of a template or evaluation rubric by the state board shall not 
create a requirement for a governing board of a school district, a county board of 
education, or a governing body of a charter school to submit a local control and 
accountability plan to the state board, unless otherwise required by federal law. 
The Superintendent shall not require a local control and accountability plan to be 
submitted by a governing board of a school district or the governing body of a 
charter school to the state board. The state board may adopt a template or 
evaluation rubric that would authorize a school district or a charter school to 
submit to the state board only the sections of the local control and accountability 
plan required by federal law. 

 
• A working group comprised of CDE and SBE staff, coordinated by WestEd, will 

support the development of the LCAP templates through a series of stakeholder 
engagement activities as referenced in Attachment 2. 
 

• The conceptual framework for LCAP templates will be provided for discussion at 
the November 2013 SBE meeting. 

 
• Further refinements of the template concepts will be provided for discussion at 

the January 2014 SBE meeting. 
 

• Final recommendations for LCAP templates will be presented to the SBE no later 
than the March 2014 SBE meeting.  
 

• Similar to the challenges referenced in the conceptual framework for LCFF 
spending regulations, the SBE will need to balance flexibility with accountability 
and integrate this balance within a template process that is simple and 
transparent for local use. Of particular concern, is the linkage to other required 
plans (e.g., Local Educational Agency Plans) and the overall alignment of the 



exe-sep13item02 
Attachment 3 

Page 5 of 7 
 

 

8/27/2013 3:42 PM 

state priorities (e.g., API, A-G completion rates, EL reclassification, and AP 
passing rate. Please review Education Code Section 52060 for a complete list of 
LCAP priorities). 
 
 

Evaluation Rubrics 
 
The requirements for the evaluation rubrics as specified in Education Code Section 
52064.5 are as follows:   
 

(a) On or before October 1, 2015, the state board shall adopt evaluation rubrics 
for all of the following purposes: 
 
(1) To assist a school district, county office of education, or charter school in 
evaluating its strengths, weaknesses, and areas that require improvement. 
 
(2) To assist a county superintendent of schools in identifying school districts 
and charter schools in need of technical assistance pursuant to Section 52071 or 
47607.3, as applicable, and the specific priorities upon which the technical 
assistance should be focused. 
 
(3) To assist the Superintendent in identifying school districts for which 
intervention pursuant to Section 52072 is warranted. 
 
(b) The evaluation rubrics shall reflect a holistic, multidimensional assessment of 
school district and individual schoolsite performance and shall include all of the 
state priorities described in subdivision (d) of Section 52060. 
 
(c) As part of the evaluation rubrics, the state board shall adopt standards for 
school district and individual schoolsite performance and expectation for 
improvement in regard to each of the state priorities described in subdivision (d) 
of Section 52060. 

 
• A process parallel to the development of the LCFF spending regulations and 

LCAP templates will be adopted to develop the evaluation rubrics. 
 

• Information and guidance will be provided to the SBE and the public through 
subsequent board items, electronic communications and frequently asked 
questions (FAQs) as information becomes available.  
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At a Glance: Summary of State Board of Education Action Items Relative to the State Board of Education Meeting Schedule 
 

  State Board of Education Action Items 

St
at

e 
B

oa
rd

 o
f E

du
ca

tio
n 

M
ee

tin
gs

 

  
Update to Budget 

Standards and 
Criteria Adoption 
Due January 1, 

2014 

 
Public School 

Accountability Act 
Advisory Committee 

(PSAA) 
Recommendations 

Due January 30, 2014 

 
Spending 

Regulations 
Adoption Due 

January 31, 2014 

 
Local Control 

and 
Accountability 
Plan (LCAP) 
Templates 

Adoption Due 
March 21, 2014 

 
LCAP 

Evaluation 
Rubric 

Adoption Due 
October 1, 2015 

September 
2013 

Information update 
provided to the 
board. 

Information update 
provided to the board. 

Introduce overview of 
spending regulations 
conceptual framework 
for discussion. 

Information 
update provided 
to the board. 

Information 
update provided 
to the board. 

November 
2013 

Recommendations 
for budget standards 
and criteria 
presented to the 
board for approval. 

Recommendations for 
technical changes to 
the API presented to 
the board for 
discussion. 

Further refinement of 
spending regulations 
conceptual framework 
and options presented 
to the board for 
discussion. 

Introduce LCAP 
templates 
conceptual 
framework for 
discussion. 

Information 
update provided 
to the board. 

January 
2014 

 Recommendations for 
technical changes to 
the API presented to 
the board for adoption. 

Final regulations 
presented to the board 
with the request for 
approval to commence 
the rulemaking process 
and emergency 
regulations. 

Further 
refinement of 
LCAP templates 
concepts for 
discussion. 

Introduce 
conceptual 
framework for 
discussion. 
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  State Board of Education Action Items 
  Update to Budget 

Standards and 
Criteria Adoption 

Due January 1, 2014 

Public School 
Accountability Act 

Advisory Committee 
(PSAA) 

Recommendations 
Due January 30, 2014 

 

Spending 
Regulations 

Adoption Due 
January 31, 2014 

Local Control and 
Accountability Plan 
(LCAP) Templates 

Adoption Due 
March 21, 2014 

LCAP 
Evaluation 

Rubric 
Adoption Due 

October 1, 2015 

St
at

e 
B

oa
rd

 o
f E

du
ca

tio
n 

M
ee

tin
gs

 

March 
2014 

   Final LCAP 
templates presented 
to the board with the 
request for approval 
to commence the 
rulemaking process 
and emergency 
regulations. 

To be 
determined 
(TBD). 

May 2014     TBD 
July 2014     TBD 
September 
2014 

    TBD 

November 
2014 

    TBD 

January 
2015 

    TBD 

February 
2015 

    TBD 

March 
2015 

    TBD 

May 2015     TBD 
Note: Dates and activities that support the completion of SBE action items are subject to change. The table will be updated and 
presented at each subsequent SBE meeting. 
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California Department of Education 
Executive Office 
SBE-003 (REV. 09/2011) 
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              CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION 
 

SEPTEMBER 2013 AGENDA 

SUBJECT 
 
Recommendation of a Method to Emphasize Student Mastery of 
Standards in Science and Social Science Through the Public 
School Accountability System or by Other Means as Required by 
Education Code Section 52052.9.  

 Action 

 Information 

 Public Hearing 

 
SUMMARY OF THE ISSUE(S) 
 
California Education Code (EC) Section 52052.9 states that on or before October 1, 
2013, the State Superintendent of Public Instruction (SSPI) shall report to the 
Legislature and recommend to the State Board of Education (SBE) for adoption a 
method or methods for increasing the emphasis on pupil mastery of standards in 
science and social science through the public schools accountability system or by other 
means.  
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
The California Department of Education (CDE) is recommending that the SBE approve 
the concept of using the School Quality Snapshot (SQS) report as a way to highlight 
student mastery of standards in science and social sciences (See Attachment 1). 
 
The following data elements are examples of how the high school SQS can be modified 
to emphasize science and social sciences: 

 
• Percent of students schoolwide enrolled in an Advanced Placement (AP) science 

or history-social science course(s) for the school year 
 

• Percent of students schoolwide enrolled in honors courses in science or history-
social science for the school year 
 

• Percent of students schoolwide who participate in an International Baccalaureate 
Program for the school year 
 

• Percent of students in the graduating class who complete science or history-
social science courses beyond the state standard graduation requirements  

 
• Inclusion of specific awards, for example the “Civic Learning Award”  
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• Inclusion of the civics and the science, technology, engineering, and 
mathematics (STEM) Exemplary Awards (Note: The Distinguished School 
Awards Program currently includes signature practices for civics and STEM. 
Beginning in 2014–15, Exemplary Awards will be granted based on these 
signature practices.) 

 
Pending the outcome of current legislation, the CDE will bring forth an SBE item to 
discuss increasing the weights of science and history-social science test results in the 
Academic Performance Index (API). 
 
BRIEF HISTORY OF KEY ISSUES 
 
Currently, one of the ways the importance of student mastery in science and social 
science is made visible is through the inclusion of science and history assessment 
results in the state accountability system or the API. The following table shows the 
relative emphases (for these two content areas) in the API for the most common school 
grade spans. These emphases or weights suggest the significance of science and 
history-social science within the API.  
 

Grade Span 
Science 
Weight 

History- 
Social Science Weight 

K–5 5.9% (Not Applicable) 

K–8 6.5% 3.2% 

6–8 7.1% 7.1% 

9–12 22.9% 13.9% 

 
In August and October of 2010, the Public Schools Accountability Act (PSAA) Advisory 
Committee discussed the possibility of increasing the weight of science and social 
science California Standards Test (CST) results in the API, but recommended to the 
Legislature not to increase their weights because of the significant budget reductions 
incurred by districts and schools.  
 
In January 2013, the SSPI recommended, in a report to the Governor and the State 
Legislature, to suspend specific STAR Program assessments to prepare for a new 
assessment system. Assembly Bill (AB) 484 implements the SSPI’s recommendation to 
suspend all assessments not required by federal law or used for the Early Assessment 
Program, which signifies the suspension of all end-of-course science and history-social 
science Standardized Testing and Reporting (STAR) Program assessments. It also 
contains the proposal to have certain STAR Program test forms available if a school 
district or charter school chooses to administer the suspended assessments. AB 484 
does not change the implementation of the California High School Exit Examination.   
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AB 484 also contains the plan to implement new science assessments (pending 
adoption of the Next Generation Science Standards) beginning in the 2016–17 school 
year and the plan to develop subject area assessments not required by federal law, 
which includes history-social science. 
 
Since the transitioning phase from the STAR Program to the new assessments is still in 
process and full implementation of the new assessments is several years out, the CDE 
proposes using the SQS as a method to continue to drive the importance of mastering 
science and history-social science using available data.  
 
The current SQS was first introduced with the release of the 2012 accountability reports. 
It was developed to capture school success and provide, in an easy to understand 
graphical format, measures of student learning, including accountability, demographics, 
and assessment results. SQS reports are generated for every school that receives an 
API and has more than ten students enrolled. 
 
SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND 
ACTION 
 
N/A 
 
FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE) 
 
Costs associated with revising the SQS to incorporate measures of science and social 
science is included in the Analysis, Measurement, and Accountability Reporting 
Division’s budget. 
 
ATTACHMENT(S) 
 
Attachment 1: 2011–12 Sample School Quality Snapshot (3 Pages) 



California's Academic Performance Index (API)

2012 Growth API 794
2011-12 Growth from Prior Year 12
Met Schoolwide Growth Target Yes
All Student Groups Met Target Yes
2011 Base API State Rank 7

2011 Base API Similar Schools Rank 4
API Subgroup Performance - 2012 API Growth

Met Growth
Target

African American or Black --
American Indian or Alaska Native --
Asian --
Filipino --
Hispanic or Latino Yes 28
Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander --
White Yes 11
Two or More Races --
English Learners --
Socioeconomically Disadvantaged Yes 13
Students with Disabilities Yes 21

Green = Student group met target

Red = Student group did not meet target

Blue = Student group is not numerically significant
-- = Not enough students to report

CHART LEGEND:

n SCHOOL l DISTRICT u STATE

CST:  CA Standards Test       CDS: County-district-school

School and/or district information will not be displayed when data are not 
available or when data are representing fewer than 11 students. 

2011-12 Subgroup Enrollment
 
 English Learners 8%

Socioeconomically Disadvantaged 35%
Students with Disabilities 11%

2009 Distinguished School

2011-12 Sample School Quality Snapshot
Sample High
Sample Unified

555 Sample Street, Sample City, CA Zip

Grades Offered: 9 - 12
Enrollment: 1,900
Charter: No 
Title I Funded: No
CDS Code: xx-xxxxx-xxxxxxx

California Department of Education
Report Generated:  July 16, 2013

Tom Torlakson
State Superintendent of Public Instruction

Please visit the following Web page for more 
information: http://www.cde.ca.gov/snapshot/ Page 1
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CHART LEGEND:

n SCHOOL l DISTRICT u STATE

* Only two years of data are available

CAHSEE: CA High School Exit Examination
CST: CA Standards Test

School and/or district information will not be displayed when data are not 
available or when data are representing fewer than 11 students. 

+

2009 Distinguished School

2011-12 Sample School Quality Snapshot
Sample High
Sample Unified

555 Sample Street, Sample City, CA Zip

Grades Offered: 9 - 12
Enrollment: 1,900
Charter: No 
Title I Funded: No
CDS Code: xx-xxxxx-xxxxxxx

Page 2Report Generated:  July 16, 2013
Tom Torlakson

State Superintendent of Public Instruction
Please visit the following Web page for more 
information: http://www.cde.ca.gov/snapshot/

California Department of Education
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Civic Learning Award 

2011-12 Sample School Quality Snapshot 
Sample High 
Sample Unified 

555 Sample Street, Sample City, CA Zip 

Grades Offered: 9-12 
Enrollment: 1,900 
Charter: No 
Title I Funded: No 
CDS Code: XX-XXXXX-XXXXXXX

The chart on the left depicts the percentage 
of students enrolled in an Advanced Placement 
(AP) Science course. For further information 
on AP test results, please visit the California 
Department of Education (CDE) Postsecondary 
Preparation Test Results Web page at 
http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sp/ai/. 

The chart on the right depicts the Honors 
courses offered at this school and the 
percentage of students enrolled in these 
courses.

The chart on the left depicts the percentage 
of students enrolled in an Advanced Placement 
(AP) History-Social Science course. For 
further information on AP test results, 
please visit the CDE Postsecondary Preparation Test 
Results Web page at 
http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sp/ai/. 

The chart on the right depicts the Honors 
courses offered at this school and the 
percentage of students enrolled in these 
courses.

The chart on the right depicts the 
percentage of students who complete 
Science or History-Social Science courses 
beyond the two-year graduation 
requirement.

The chart on the left depicts the percentage 
of students enrolled in an International 
Baccalaureate Program. For Further 
information on International Baccalaureate 
Programs, please visit the CDE International 
Baccalaureate Program Web page at 
http://www.cde.ca.gov/ci/gs/ps/ibgen.asp. 

California Department of Education 
Report Generated: July 16, 2013 

Tom Torlakson 
State Superintendent of Public Instruction 

Please visit the following Web page for more information: 
http://www.cde.ca.gov/snapshot/ Page3
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California Department of Education 
Executive Office 
SBE-003 (REV. 09/2011) 
dsib-amard-sep13item04 ITEM #08  
  

              CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION 
 

SEPTEMBER 2013 AGENDA 

SUBJECT 
 
Proposals for Alternative Methods to the Decile Ranks as 
Required by Education Code Section 52052.9.  

 Action 

 Information 

 Public Hearing 

 
SUMMARY OF THE ISSUE(S) 
 
California Education Code (EC) Section 52052.9 states that the State Superintendent of 
Public Instruction (SSPI) shall, in consultation with the Public Schools Accountability Act 
(PSAA) Advisory Committee, report to the Legislature on an alternative method or 
methods, in place of the decile rank, for determining eligibility, preferences, or priorities 
for any statutory program that currently uses decile rank as a determining factor. The 
report is due to the Legislature by October 1, 2013.  
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
This item provides information on two methods that the California Department of 
Education (CDE) staff and the PSAA Advisory Committee have discussed as possible 
recommendations to the Legislature. No specific action on the part of the State Board of 
Education (SBE) is required or recommended at this time. 
 
BRIEF HISTORY OF KEY ISSUES 
 
Since 1999, the California EC has been amended to add approximately forty uses of the 
Academic Performance Index (API), for example: (a) determine funding 
eligibility/priority, (b) program requirements, (c) determine priority for professional 
development, or (d) determine eligibility for program participation. Attachment 1 
contains a summary of the different uses of decile ranks in EC. This attachment was 
also provided to the SBE in Item 6 at the May 2013 meeting.  
 
Decile ranks are produced and reported each year within the Base API reports as 
required under California EC Section 52056. Local educational agencies, Special 
Education centers, and Alternative School Accountability Model (ASAM) schools do not 
receive ranks.  
 
Two types of ranks are reported for schools: statewide and similar schools. Base API 
scores are sorted from the highest to the lowest by school type (elementary, middle, or 
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high) and divided into 10 equal ranks (i.e., deciles). A rank of ten is the highest and a 
rank of one is the lowest.  
 
The similar schools rank compares a school against 100 schools with similar 
educational opportunities and challenges as determined by the School Characteristics 
Index (SCI) which is calculated using more than 20 variables, including mobility, 
ethnicity, percent of English learners, average class size per grade level, percent of 
Gifted and Talented Education (GATE) students, percent of migrant students, etc. A 
similar schools rank of 10 means the school performed better than 90 of its 100 similar 
schools and a rank of one means the school performed below at least 90 of its similar 
schools.  
 
Starting in March 2013, the CDE began discussions with the Technical Design Group 
(TDG) and the PSAA Advisory Committee to develop an alternative method to the 
decile rank. The PSAA Advisory Committee expressed that the alternative method 
should be easy for the public to understand and that it clearly communicate information. 
The two groups agreed that four key components should be represented in the model:  
 

1. Absolute Performance 
2. Educational Challenges 
3. Growth Over Time 
4. Student Group Achievement 

 
Based on these components, two models were produced: (1) a numeric model and (2) a 
descriptive model. The numeric model was presented to the PSAA Advisory Committee 
at their June 2013 meeting for their review. The descriptive model will be presented at 
their September 2013 meeting. Attachments 2 and 3 contain details of the proposed 
alternative models.  
 
SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND 
ACTION 
 
In July 2013, the CDE presented to the SBE an update on the progress made towards 
revising the API (as identified in California EC sections 52052 through 52052.9), 
including results from regional meetings that were conducted to receive public 
comments related to the API.  
 
In May 2013, the CDE presented to the SBE background information on the API and the 
five key components of the API that can be modified by SBE action. In addition, a brief 
update was provided on the progress made toward implementing API activities as it 
relates to California EC sections 52052 through 52052.9.  
 
FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE) 
 
Costs associated with producing an alternative model for decile ranks are included in 
the Analysis, Measurement, and Accountability Reporting Division’s budget. 
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ATTACHMENT(S) 
 
Attachment 1: Education Code Sections that Reference the Academic Performance 

Index (1 Page) 
 
Attachment 2: Alternative Method to the Decile Rank: Numeric Model (1 Page) 
 
Attachment 3: Alternative Method to the Decile Rank: Descriptive Model (2 Pages) 
 
Attachment 4: School Report (1 Page)
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Education Code Sections that Reference the Academic Performance Index 
 

Since 1999, the California Education Code has been amended to add approximately forty uses 
of the Academic Performance Index (API) to: (a) determine funding eligibility/priority, (b) trigger 
requirements or reporting, (c) determine priority for professional development, and (d) determine 
eligibility for program participation. 
 
The chart below indicates which aspect of the API is required in four categories. It is important 
to remember that some legislation required the consideration of two or more API components 
for a program (e.g., decile ranks and targets). 
 

Legislative API Uses 
Current and Sunset – Unduplicated Count 

 

Current Uses Decile or Similar 
Schools Ranks API Targets Met API Scores 

Funding and Grants 6 -- 2 
Program Requirements  7 6 5 
Professional Development 3 -- -- 
Program Participation 4 -- -- 
Total 20 6 7 
 

Sunset Uses Decile or Similar 
Schools Ranks API Targets Met API Scores 

Funding and Grants 4 1 1 
Program Requirements 1 -- -- 
Professional Development 1 -- -- 
Program Participation -- -- 1 
Total 6 1 2 
 
Examples of API Uses 
 
Funding and Grants 

• State Preschool Program 
• School Assessment of Buildings and Emergency Repair 

Program Requirements 
• Open Enrollment 
• Quality Education Investment Act (QEIA) 
• Charter School Renewal 
• Williams Act 

Professional Development 
• National Board Certification Program 
• Certificated Staff Mentoring Program 

Program Participation 
• Assumption Program of Loans for Education (APLE) 
• Extra Credit Teacher Home Purchase Program
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Alternative Method to the Decile Rank: Numeric Model 
 
The proposed Numeric Model has three categories. The first two categories provide school level 
data only and the third category provides school, district, county, and state level data. A 
description of each category is provided below: 
 
Category 1: Educational Challenges (school level only) 
 
This represents educational challenges based on student demographics. To determine the level 
of educational challenge an index will be constructed using two independent variables: (1) 
educationally disadvantaged students (eligible for national school lunch program, parent 
education level is less than high school, students with disabilities, and/or migrant students), and 
(2) English learners (ELs). The results would be displayed using a range of 1 to 100, with 100 
reflecting the highest level of educational challenges.  
 
Category 2: Relative Rank (school level only) 
 
The school’s statewide decile rank, as currently calculated, would be displayed.  
 
Category 3: Change in Schoolwide Academic Performance Index (API) 
 
This category displays the change in API points made by the school, the district, the county, and 
the state. The change is the difference between Base to Growth for one API reporting cycle 
(e.g., -5 points or +3 points).  
 
 

Sample School Report 

 
*Scale is 1 to 100 (100 reflects the highest educational challenges) 
**Scale is 1 to 10 (1 is low and 10 is high) 
*** The difference between the 2011 Base API and the 2012 Growth API 
N/A: Not applicable 
 
 

Categories School District County State 

1. Educational Challenges 79* N/A N/A N/A 

2. Relative Rank 2** N/A N/A N/A 

3. Change in Schoolwide API 20*** 
points 

10 
points 

8 
points 

11 
points 



dsib-amard-sep13item04 
Attachment 3 

Page 1 of 2 
 
 

8/2/2013 3:42 PM 

Alternative Method to the Decile Rank: Descriptive Model 
 

The proposed Descriptive Model uses the statewide decile rank that is also used in the Numeric 
Model. However, the Academic Performance Index (API) growth in the Descriptive Model 
reflects three-years of growth data and also includes information on the performance of student 
groups. The data is displayed using a five-star rating approach, which is familiar to parents and 
the public. The Descriptive Model allows flexibility in the ranges that can be used for each 
category. For example, five stars can be used to create ten rating options in a category by using 
half star increments. The model also accommodates using five rating options in a category by 
using only whole stars. In addition, a combination of whole and half stars may be used to create 
a custom rating option. For instance, the combination method was used for the graduation rate 
data (category 7). The proposed model contains seven data categories and an overall school 
rating.  
 
Category 1: School Rank 
 
The school’s statewide decile rank, as currently calculated.  
 
Category 2: Improvement Over Time 
 
Ten ratings, displayed in the table below, were developed to determine how well schools 
perform on the API over a three-year period. The criteria take into consideration schools 
meeting or exceeding schoolwide targets, student group targets, and positive or negative 
growth. It also takes into consideration schools that are at or above the statewide goal of 800, 
and do not have targets. Every school that receives an API would receive a star rating based on 
the criteria in the chart below. 
 

Criteria (Last 3 Years) 

Rating Number of Years 
Met Schoolwide Target 

Number of Years 
Met All Significant Student 

Group Target(s) 

API  
Growth Points for Schools 

at 800 or Above 

5 Stars 3 3 Positive growth in all three 
years 

41/2 Stars 3 3 Net growth over three years 
 is positive  

4 Stars 3 3 Net Growth over three years  
is negative 

3 ½ Stars 3 2   

3 Stars 
3 1 

 2 2 

2 ½ Stars 
3 0 

 2 1 

2 Stars 2 0  

1 ½ Stars 1 1  
1 Star 1 0  
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Rating Number of Years 
Met Schoolwide Target 

Number of Years 
Met All Significant Student 

Group Target(s) 

API  
Growth Points for Schools 

at 800 or Above 

½ Star 0 0  
 
Categories 3 – 6: Performance of Student Groups 
 
These categories will display data for four student groups:  
 

a. English Learners (ELs) 
b. Socioeconomically disadvantaged (SED) 
c. African American 
d. Hispanic 
e. Foster Youth 

 
All schools with numerically significant SED and EL groups will have their Growth APIs 
compared against the statewide Growth APIs for SED and EL student groups. The difference 
will be sorted from highest to lowest and divided into ten equal groups. Below is a sample of the 
calculation.   
 

School’s 
Numerically Significant 

Student Group SED API 
-  Statewide 

SED API = Difference 

 
All schools with numerically significant African American and Hispanic student groups will have 
their Growth APIs compared against the statewide Growth APIs for the White student group. 
The difference will be sorted from highest to lowest and divided into ten equal groups. Below is 
a sample of the calculation. 
 

School’s 
Numerically Significant 

Student Group Hispanic API 
-  Statewide 

White API = Difference 

 
Category 7: Graduation Rate 
 
All high schools will receive a rating based on their graduation rate. The table below displays the 
criteria for the graduation rate.   
 

Graduation Rate Rank 
At or below 75.99 percent  ½  Star 
76 percent to 80.99 percent 1  Star 
81 percent to 85.99 percent  2  Stars 
86 percent to 90.99 percent  3  Stars 
91 percent to 95.99 percent  4  Stars 
96 percent to 100 percent  5  Stars 
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School Report
	

(For CDE internal use only) 

School Information 

School Name:       Sample High (SQS report) 
School Address:  Sample Avenue, CA Zip 
School Phone: (XXX) XXX-XXXX 
County/LEA:         Sample County / Sample Unified 
School Type: High School 

CDS Code:  xx-xxxxx-xxxxxxx 

2011 Base: 782 2012 Growth: 794 Met all 2012 Growth Target: Yes 

Category Rating Description of Rating 

School Rank This school's API is higher than 60% of all other Califonia high 
schools 

Improvement over Time This met both schoolwide and all student group targets in one 
of the last three years 

Performance of English 
Learner Students 

This school's English Learners (ELs) performed above the 
statewide average for ELs in high schools 

Performance of 
Socioeconomically 
Disadvantaged Students 

This school's Socioeconomically Disadvantaged (SED) 
students performed about the same as the statewide average 
for SED students in high schools 

Performance of African 
American Students 

This school's African American students performed about the 
same as the statewide average for White students in high 
schools 

Performance of Hispanic 
Students 

This school's Hispanic students performed about the same as 
the statewide average for White students in high schools 

Graduation Rate This school's Graduation Rate is between 86 and 90% 

Average Rating 

Questions: Evaluation, Research, and Analysis Unit | evaluation@cde.ca.gov | 916-322-3245 

California Department of Education  

1430 N Street 

Sacramento, CA 95814 
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California Department of Education 
Executive Office 
SBE-003 (REV. 09/2011) 
ilsb-elsd-sep13item01 ITEM #09  
  

              CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION 
 

SEPTEMBER 2013 AGENDA 

SUBJECT 
 
Update on the English Language Development Standards 
Implementation Plan. 

 Action 

 Information 

 Public Hearing 

 
SUMMARY OF THE ISSUE(S) 
 
Following the adoption of the California English Language Development Standards (CA 
ELD Standards), California Education Code Section 60811.3 (e) required that the State 
Superintendent of Public Instruction (SSPI) and the State Board of Education (SBE) 
present to the Governor, and the appropriate policy and fiscal committees of the 
Legislature, a schedule and implementation plan for integrating the new CA ELD 
Standards into the state public education system. 
 
The purpose of this item is to update the SBE on the process and development of the 
implementation plan of the CA ELD Standards. The plan was outlined and drafted by 
the English Learner Support Division staff with input from multiple California Department 
of Education (CDE) divisions, including Assessment Development and Administration, 
Curriculum Frameworks and Instructional Resources, Professional Learning Support, 
Career and College Transition, Child Development, and the Common Core Systems 
Implementation office. The CDE will update the SBE on the revisions made to the 
implementation plan and provide a summary of the input that was received. 
 
The CDE presented the draft CA ELD Standards Implementation Plan to the SBE at the 
July 2013 meeting, along with a timeline for presenting the plan to the Governor and the 
Legislature, no later than December 2013. The implementation plan was posted for 
public review and comment on the CDE Web site at 
http://www.cde.ca.gov/sp/el/er/eldstandards.asp. Following the SBE July meeting, the 
CDE reviewed the plan and made technical edits and other revisions, based on the 
comments provided by the SBE, CDE divisions, stakeholders, and the public. The Child 
Development and Career and College Transition Divisions provided additional input that 
lead to further revisions being made to strategies four and five in the plan. Public input 
was provided by various stakeholders and organizations, including the San Joaquin 
County Office of Education; California English Language Development Test Technical 
Advisory Group; Merced Union High School District; California School for the Deaf; 
Merced Union High School; Los Angeles Unified School District; The Education Trust-
West; Kern County Superintendent of Schools: Advocates for Children; Orange County 

http://www.cde.ca.gov/sp/el/er/eldstandards.asp
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Department of Education Services for English Learners; Californians Together; San 
Diego County Office of Education; and University of California, Davis, School of 
Education. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
The CDE recommends that the SBE, in partnership with the SSPI, present to the 
Governor and the Legislature the CA ELD Standards Implementation Plan thereby 
fulfilling the requirements of California Education Code Section 60811.3 (e) The CDE 
also recommends that the SBE designate a SBE liaison to work with the CDE staff to 
finalize the report. 
 
 
BRIEF HISTORY OF KEY ISSUES 
 
The CDE presented the CA ELD Standards Implementation Plan to the SBE at the July 
2013 meeting, posted on the CDE Web site at 
http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/ag/ag/yr13/agenda201307.asp. 
 
The CA ELD Standards Implementation Plan describes the philosophy of and strategies 
for the successful integration of the CA ELD Standards, aligned to the Common Core 
State Standards for English Language Arts and Literacy in History/Social Studies, 
Science, and Technical Subjects (CCSS for ELA/Literacy), and addresses English 
language and literacy skills English learners need in key content areas. The plan 
identifies three major implementation phases and is grounded in seven guiding 
strategies. 
 
The CDE made the draft CA ELD Standards Implementation Plan available for internal 
and external input following the SBE July 2013 meeting. An e-mail address was 
established where the public could provide input to the plan. A request for the public to 
review the implementation plan and provide input through the established e-mail 
address was distributed through key stakeholder groups, including the Bilingual 
Coordinators Network, Title III County Office of Education Leads, English Language 
Development Expert Panel, California English Language Development Test Technical 
Advisory Group, and English Language Arts/English Language Development 
Curriculum Frameworks Committee. The CDE made general technical edits to the plan 
and made general updates and revisions to each of the seven guiding strategies. To 
date, public input is still being collected, while internal input was provided by the Child 
Development Division for Guiding Strategy Four: Collaboration with parents, guardians 
and early childhood and extended learning communities to integrate the CA ELD 
Standards into programs and activities beyond the K–12 school setting. In addition, the 
Career and College Transition Division provided input for Guiding Strategy Five: 
Collaboration with the postsecondary and business communities to ensure that all 
students are prepared for success in career and college. 
 
 
 

http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/ag/ag/yr13/agenda201307.asp
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SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND 
ACTION 
 
July 2013: The CDE presented an overview of the draft CA ELD Standards 
Implementation Plan and the process to receive input from the public as well as 
internally from the CDE divisions. The CDE also presented a timeline for presenting the 
plan to the Governor and the Legislature. 
 
November 2012: The SBE adopted the new CA ELD Standards. 
 
September 2012: The CDE reviewed the CA ELD Standards development process and 
presented a walk-through of the CA ELD Standards. The CDE also recommended that 
the SBE take action as deemed necessary and appropriate. The SBE agreed with the 
SBE staff recommendation to adopt the CA ELD Standards in November 2012. The 
SBE directed CDE to work with SBE liaisons and staff to make any necessary revisions 
for final adoption in November 2012. 
 
July 2012: The CDE presented an overview of the CA ELD Standards development 
process. The CDE also provided a detailed briefing on the draft proficiency level 
descriptors and CA ELD Standards template. 
 
May 2012: The CDE presented a summary of the key activities regarding the revision of 
the CA ELD Standards, including a summary of the results of the focus groups and the 
panel of experts selection process. 
 
March 2012: The CDE presented the timeline and provided a summary of the key 
activities regarding updating, revision, and alignment of the CA ELD Standards to the 
SBE-adopted CCSS for ELA/Literacy. 
 
October 2011: Governor Edmund G. Brown, Jr. signed AB 124 (Chapter 605, Statutes 
of 2011). 
 
August 2010: Pursuant to SB X5 1 (Chapter 2, Statutes of 2011), the SBE adopted the 
new Common Core academic content standards in ELA and mathematics as proposed 
by the California Academic Content Standards Commission. 
 
July 1999: The SBE adopted the ELD Standards for California public schools. 
 
 
FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE) 
 
The CDE is determining the funds that will be used for the CA ELD Standards 
Implementation Plan. 
 
ATTACHMENT(S) 
 
None. 
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California Department of Education 
Executive Office 
SBE-003 (REV. 09/2011) 
ilsb-plsd-sep13item01 ITEM #10  
  

              CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION 
 

SEPTEMBER 2013 AGENDA 

SUBJECT 
 
Adoption of Next Generation Science Standards for California 
Public Schools, Kindergarten through Grade Twelve as the new 
Science Content Standards based upon the nationally developed 
Next Generation Science Standards (NGSS) as required by 
Education Code 60605.85. Included in the recommendation for 
adoption are the NGSS Appendices A through M. 
 

 Action 

 Information 

 Public Hearing 

 
SUMMARY OF THE ISSUE(S) 
 
California Education Code (EC) Section 60605.85 required the State Superintendent of 
Public Instruction (SSPI) to submit a set of revised Science Content Standards to the 
State Board of Education (SBE) by July 31, 2013. The revised science standards for 
California must be based upon the nationally developed Next Generation Science 
Standards (NGSS).  
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
The California Department of Education (CDE) recommends the SBE adopt the 
proposed Next Generation Science Standards for California Public Schools, 
Kindergarten through Grade Twelve (CA NGSS) as the new Science Content Standards 
based upon the nationally developed NGSS as required by EC Section 60605.85. The 
proposed standards are available on the CDE Website at 
http://www.cde.ca.gov/pd/ca/sc/ngssstandards.asp. Included in the recommendation for 
adoption are the NGSS Appendices A through M. The appendices are available on the 
NGSS Website at http://www.nextgenscience.org/next-generation-science-standards. 
 
BRIEF HISTORY OF KEY ISSUES 
 
Background Information 
EC Section 60605.85 required the SSPI to submit a set of revised science content 
standards for California public schools, kindergarten through grade twelve to the SBE 
by July 31, 2013, and the SBE’s adoption, rejection, or modification of those standards 

http://www.cde.ca.gov/pd/ca/sc/ngssstandards.asp
http://www.nextgenscience.org/next-generation-science-standards
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by November 30, 2013. The science standards for California must be based upon the 
nationally developed NGSS. 
 
The standards were presented to the SBE and recommended for adoption as the Next 
Generation Science Standards for California Public Schools, Kindergarten through 
Grade Twelve under SBE Agenda Item 2 of the July 10 SBE meeting. Item 2 and 
related documents are available online as part of the full SBE July agenda at 
http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/ag/ag/documents/agenda201307.pdf. This agenda item 
provided the SBE and the public information on the feedback gathered through three 
public meetings and from the review by the California State Science Expert Panel (SEP) 
on the proposed CA NGSS based upon the nationally developed NGSS (by Achieve, 
Inc.) as required by EC Section 60605.85.  
 
Process for Developing Revised Science Standards  
The proposed CA NGSS are based on the NGSS that were developed from September 
2011 through April 2013. California was a lead state in the development of NGSS. CDE 
convened a State Review Team (SRT) of 80 science stakeholders in November 2011 
that reviewed five drafts of the NGSS and provided feedback to Achieve, Inc. and to the 
CDE. 
 
Upon the April 9, 2013 release of the final draft of the NGSS by Achieve, Inc., the CDE, 
with support of the California Comprehensive Center of WestEd, worked on a process 
to recommend revised science standards to the SBE. The process began with 
convening a Science Expert Panel (SEP) representative of the SRT. Beginning in April 
2013, the SEP met three times to review the NGSS and made recommendations for 
new science standards for California. The SEP also reviewed and analyzed the input 
from three public meetings and recommended learning progressions for middle school 
science because the NGSS left open to states to decide how to address the middle 
school learning progressions. The final recommendations from this entire review 
process were presented to the SSPI in June 2013.  
 
Proposed Science Standards for California K–12 Education 
The proposed CA NGSS, based on the NGSS, are different than current California 
science standards.  The proposed science standards emphasize the importance of 
having a deep understanding of science concepts and engaging in scientific thinking. 
The proposed standards further acknowledge the importance of addressing big ideas 
and cross cutting concepts. 
 
The proposed science standards also emphasize: 
• The integration of science and engineering practices within the content, 
• The integration of the Common Core State Standards for English language arts and 

Mathematics, 
• The integration of skills and practices across the content areas as the foundation of 

STEM (Science, Technology, Engineering, and Mathematics) education, 
• Student understanding and use of scientific knowledge within and across science 

disciplines, and 

http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/ag/ag/documents/agenda201307.pdf
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• Learning progressions that develop from Kindergarten through grade 12.  
 
Proposed Learning Progressions for Middle School/Grades Science  
NGSS is divided into grade levels for K–5, then grade spans for 6–8 and 9–12. The 
SEP members reviewed the learning progressions of elementary school science and 
determined the best progression from elementary school and what would be the most 
helpful leading to a successful science education at high school.  They determined that 
middle school science would be best served through an integrated approach. The SEP 
utilized a set of guiding criteria to develop the middle school learning progression. 
 
After examining the input from the SRT’s review of three proposed learning progression 
options, and careful consideration of the guiding criteria, the SEP made a final 
recommendation for a learning progression for middle school science course of study to 
transition to high school.   
 
In an effort to clarify the rationale to the proposed organization of the middle school 
standards, representatives from WestEd, California Science Project, California Science 
Teachers Association, and CDE and Dr. Helen Quinn developed a document on the 
middle school/grades learning progression. This document explains the organization of 
the proposed standards by domain, the integration of the domains by grade level, and 
the progression through the middle school/grades. The document is available on the 
CDE Web site at http://www.cde.ca.gov/pd/ca/sc/ngssrationale6thgr.asp.  
 
The CDE and California Commission on Teacher Credentialing (CTC) have created a 
guidance document to assist teachers, administrators, and other educational 
stakeholders to determine which teaching credentials are required to teach the 
proposed middle school science progression (see Attachment 1). 

 
Science Standards Implementation 
The implementation of the CA NGSS requires a goal-focused strategic plan and the 
participation of key individuals and organizations. Broadly stated, the strategic plan 
includes: (a) the review, recommendation and adoption of CA NGSS, and (b) 
implementation of CA NGSS through three phases: awareness, transition, and full 
implementation at the school level, transforming science teaching and learning for all 
students and teachers. 
 
Strategic Leadership Team 
A Strategic Leadership Team will be selected to design the CA NGSS Implementation 
Plan and review critical issues that could impact effective adoption and implementation 
of the NGSS. The plan will include a timeline for full implementation as well as a 
timeline for the development and adoption of the science frameworks and the 
development of new state and national academic performance assessments. The plan 
will also include implementation strategies, both short and long term, for local education 
agencies.  
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This team will be a consortium of 15–20 field colleagues selected by the SSPI and will 
consist of research-based effective professional learning programs, Institutes of Higher 
Education, California Commission on Teacher Credentialing, professional organizations 
for California public school teachers and administrators, Informal Science Programs, 
after-school programs, district and county office science specialists, and business 
representatives.   
 
In addition, multiple divisions within the department will be working to develop the 
strategic action plan.  Once the strategic leadership team and the Department have 
completed their work, the strategic action plan will be presented to the SBE at a future 
meeting.   
 
SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND 
ACTION  
 
July 2013: Phil Lafontaine, Director of the Professional Learning Support Division, 
presented background information on the proposed NGSS for California public schools 
to the SBE. Also presenting were Kathy DiRanna, Director of the K–12 Alliance at 
WestEd, and Helen Quinn, chair of the National Research Council committee that 
developed A Framework for K–12 Science Education: Practices, Crosscutting 
Concepts, and Core Ideas. Kathy presented on the work of the SEP and the 
development of the grade level progressions for middle schools. Dr. Quinn presented on 
the science behind the middle schools progressions. 
 
After the presentation on Item 2 and public comment, the SBE decided to defer action 
on adoption of the science standards. This will allow teachers, especially middle grades 
teachers, further opportunity to review the recommended grade progressions. SBE 
President Michael Kirst also requested CDE staff to provide assessment options for the 
national science standards at the September SBE meeting. 
 
May 2013:  Phil Lafontaine, Director of the Professional Learning Support Division, 
along with Dr. Stephen L Pruitt, Vice President for Content, Research, and 
Development at Achieve, Inc. provided an update on the final draft of the NGSS and the 
supporting Appendices A-M. A preliminary report on the public hearings was also 
provided. 
 
March 2013:   Phil Lafontaine, Director of the Professional Learning Support Division, 
shared an update of the development process of the NGSS. 
 
November 2012: The CDE updated the SBE through an Information Memorandum on 
the development of NGSS. 
 
May 2012:  At its May 2012 meeting, the CDE staff presented on the progress and 
timeline of the development of the NGSS along with Dr. Stephen L Pruitt, Vice President 
for Content, Research, and Development at Achieve, Inc. 
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November 2011: The CDE’s presentation included information on the requirements of 
Senate Bill 300. Specifically, the SSPI was required to recommend science content 
standards—utilizing the NGSS as their basis—to the SBE by March 30, 2013. The SBE 
was required to adopt, reject, or modify those standards by July 30, 2013. Information 
regarding the state’s involvement in the national process for the development of the 
NGSS was discussed.  
 
FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE) 
 
Projected estimated costs for participating in the development of the NGSS are 
approximately $186,000. CDE has worked with foundations to cover much of the costs 
of required trips to Washington, convene the California teams, and for staff to 
coordinate the logistics associated with the development of the standards. CDE is 
currently seeking foundation funding of approximately $141,000 to cover the activities of 
the proposed Awareness Phase. 
 
ATTACHMENT(S) 
 
Attachment 1:  Authorizations to Teach NGSS (Next Generation Science Standards) for   
     California in Grades 6–8 (2 pages) 
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Authorizations to Teach NGSS (Next Generation Science Standards) for 
California in Grades 6–8 

 
 

Type of 
Credential  Content Area of Credential  

 
 

The proposed California NGSS middle school learning progression specifies integrated science 
content (cross-cutting concepts) in grades 6 – 8 and also incorporates engineering practices for 
students to engage in rather than engineering as a distinct content area.  
 
Teachers holding Biological Science (specialized), Chemistry (specialized), Physics (specialized), 
Geoscience (specialized); specific supplemental and subject matter authorizations (e.g. Biology, 
Chemistry, Earth Science, Physics, Biological Science, Geoscience),  and standard secondary 
teaching credential with a minor in the area would not be authorized to teach the proposed 
California NGSS middle school integrated science content in grades 6 – 8.  
 
The following credentials are authorized to teach this integrated arrangement of performance 
expectations. 
 

 
 

R 
Y 
A 
N 
 

& 
 

2 
0 
4 
2 
 

 

Single Subject in: 
 • Life Science • Science: Chemistry 
 • Physical Science • Science: Geosciences 
 • Science: Biological Sciences • Science: Physics 
    •    Foundational-Level General Science 
 
 

Supplementary or Subject Matter Authorization(s) in: 
 • General Science (added to elementary credentials)  
 • General Science (added to secondary credentials-R1A authorization code) 
 • Introductory General Science (added to secondary credentials) 
 • Introductory Life and Physical Science (added to secondary credentials)  
 • Introductory Science (added to secondary credentials)  
 • Life Science and Physical Science (added to elementary credentials)  
 • Science (added to elementary credentials) 
 

 
 

S 
T 

 

Standard Secondary (grades 7 - 8 only) or Elementary with a Minor in Astronomy, Chemistry, 
Geology, or Physics AND a Minor or a Supplementary Authorization in one of the following: 
 

 • Biological Science(s)  
 • Biological Science & Mathematics: Biological Science 
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D 
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R 
D 
 
 

S 
T 
A 
N 
D 
A 
R 
D 
 

 

Standard Secondary (grades 7 - 8 only) or Elementary with a Major in: 
 

 • Astronomy • Geology 
 • Biological Science • Physical Science (added to elementary only)                    
 • Biological Science & Mathematics • Physical Science & Mathematics 
  (added to elementary only)  (added to elementary only) 
 • Chemistry • Physics 
 
 

 Standard Secondary (grades 7 - 8 only) or Elementary with a Minor in Biological Science or 
Biological Science & Mathematics: Biological Science AND a Minor or a Supplementary 
Authorization in one of the following: 
 

 • Astronomy • Physical Science: Chemistry, Geology, or  
 • Chemistry       Physics 
 • Geology • Physics 
 • Physical Science 

 Standard Secondary (grades 7 - 8 only) or Elementary with a Minor in Astronomy, Chemistry, 
Geology, or Physics AND a Minor or a Supplementary Authorization in one of the following: 
 

 • Biological Science(s)  
 • Biological Science & Mathematics: Biological Science 
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California Department of Education 
Executive Office 
SBE-007 Federal (REV. 04/2013) ITEM #W-01  
  

CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION 
 

SEPTEMBER 2013 AGENDA 
 

 Federal Waiver 
SUBJECT 
 
Request by four districts for a waiver of Section 131(c)(1) of the Carl D. 
Perkins Career and Technical Education Improvement Act of 2006 
(Public Law 109-270).  
 
Waiver Numbers: Bret Harte Union High School District  Fed-03-2013 

        Escalon Unified School District  Fed-01-2013  
        Muroc Joint Unified School District  Fed-04-2013 
        Pierce Joint Unified School District  Fed-02-2013 

 
 Action 

 
 

 Consent 
 

 
SUMMARY OF THE ISSUES 
 
The California Department of Education (CDE) recommends approval to waive the Carl 
D. Perkins Career and Technical Education Improvement Act of 2006 (Perkins Act), 
Public Law 109-270 Section 131(c)(1) which requires local educational agencies (LEAs) 
whose allocations are less than $15,000 to enter into a consortium with other agencies. 
If they are unable to do so, under Section 131(c)(2), they may waive the consortium 
requirement if the LEA is in a rural, sparsely populated area, thus allowing the districts 
to meet the needs of their students. 
 
Authority for Waiver: Federal Waiver Authority (Public Law 109-270) Section 
131(c)(2). 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 

  Approval    Approval with conditions    Denial  
 
SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES 
 
The criterion for qualifying for this waiver is demonstration that the LEAs cannot form or 
join a consortium that handles the Perkins Act funds. There are no other districts in the 
local area willing to join in a consortium. Districts are located in various rural counties, 
and have student populations ranging from 354 to 923. Districts are seeking waivers to 
function independently in order to meet the needs of the students in the district. 
 
Local board approval date(s): Various. 
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SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND ACTION 
 
Section 131(c)(1) of the Perkins Act requires LEAs whose allocations are less than 
$15,000 to enter into a consortium with other LEAs for the purpose of meeting the 
$15,000 minimum grant requirement. Section 131(c)(2) of the Perkins Act permits states 
to waive the consortium agreement if the LEA is in a rural, sparsely populated area and 
is unable to join a consortium. 
 
The State Board of Education (SBE) Waiver Policy #01-01: Carl D. Perkins Career and 
Technology Education Improvement Act: Consortium Requirement for Minimum 
Allocation, available on the CDE Perkins Policy Web document at 
http://www.cde.ca.gov/re/lr/wr/documents/perkinspolicyr.doc, has criteria defining rural 
that are specifically tied to the National Center for Education Statistics (NCES) Locale 
Codes numbers 23, 31, 32, 33, 41, 42, or 43. 
 
The SBE has approved all waivers of this statute that have been presented to it to date. 
 
Demographic Information: 
 
Bret Harte Union High School District has a high school student population of 752 and is 
located in a rural: fringe (41) area in Calaveras County. 
 
Escalon Unified School District has a high school student population of 923 and is 
located in a town: fringe (31) area in San Joaquin County. 
 
Muroc Joint Unified School District has a high school student population of 634 and is 
located in a town: distant (32) area in Kern County. 
 
Pierce Joint Unified School District has a high school student population of 354 and is 
located in a rural: distant (42) area in Colusa County. 
 
FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE) 
 
Approval will enable these districts to receive an annual Perkins Act allocation that is 
listed on Attachment 1. The waivers have no significant effect on the distribution of 
Perkins Act funds statewide. 
 
ATTACHMENT(S) 
 
Attachment 1: List of Districts (1 page) 
 
Attachment 2: Federal Waiver Request Fed-03-2013 Bret Harte Union High School  

District for Bret Harte High School (1 page) (Original waiver request is 
signed and on file in the Waiver Office.) 

 
Attachment 3: Federal Waiver Request Fed-01-2013 Escalon Unified School District for 

Escalon High School (2 pages) (Original waiver request is signed and on 
file in the Waiver Office.) 

 

http://www.cde.ca.gov/re/lr/wr/documents/perkinspolicyr.doc
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Attachment 4: Federal Waiver Request Fed-04-2013 Muroc Joint Unified School District 
for Desert Junior-Senior High School (1 page) (Original waiver request is 
signed and on file in the Waiver Office.) 

 
Attachment 5: Federal Waiver Request Fed-02-2013 Pierce Joint Unified School District 

for Pierce High School (1 page) (Original waiver request is signed and on 
file in the Waiver Office.) 
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Districts Requesting Carl D. Perkins Career and Technical Education Waivers  
       

Waiver Number District Period of Request 
SBE 

Streamlined 
Waiver Policy 

NCES 
Locale 
Code 

Demographic 
Information 

Perkins Act 
Allocation 

Fed-03-2013 
Bret Harte Union High 
School District for Bret 

Harte High School 

Requested: 
July 1, 2013 to June 30, 2017 

 
Recommended: 

July 1, 2013 to June 30, 2017 

No 41 
Student population of 752 

located in Calaveras 
County. 

$9,168.00 

       

Fed-01-2013 
Escalon Unified School 
District for Escalon High 

School 

Requested: 
July 1, 2013 to June 30, 2017 

 
Recommended: 

July 1, 2013 to June 30, 2017 

No 31 
Student population of 923 

located in San Joaquin 
County. 

$14,523.00 

       

Fed-04-2013 
Muroc Joint Unified School 
District for Desert Junior-

Senior High School 

Requested: 
July 1, 2013 to June 30, 2017 

 
Recommended: 

July 1, 2013 to June 30, 2017 

No 32 Student population of 634 
located in Kern County. $8,995.00 

       

Fed-02-2013 
Pierce Joint Unified School 

District for Pierce High 
School 

Requested: 
July 1, 2013 to June 30, 2017 

 
Recommended: 

July 1, 2013 to June 30, 2017 

No 42 Student population of 354 
located in Colusa County. $8,620.00 

     
Prepared by the California Department of Education 
July 8, 2013 
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California Department of Education  
WAIVER SUBMISSION - Federal 
 
CD Code: 0561556            Waiver Number: Fed-3-2013 Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 6/27/2013 12:09:58 PM 
 
LEA Name: Bret Harte Union High School District  
Address: 323 South Main St. 
Angels Camp, CA 95221  
 
Start: 7/1/2013  End: 6/30/2017 
 
Waiver Renewal: Y  
Previous Waiver Number: fed-2-2009-WC-5               Previous SBE Approval Date: 9/17/2009 
 
Waiver Topic: Federal Program Waiver 
Ed Code Title: Carl D. Perkins Voc and Tech Ed Act  
Ed Code Section: PL 109-270 Section 131(c)(1) 
Ed Code Authority: PL 109-270 Section 131(c)(2) 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: Ed Code section PL109-270 Section 131(c)(1) 
EC Authority PL 109-270 Section 131(c)(2) 
Carl D. Perkins Career and Technical Education Improvement Act of 2006, Public Law 109-270 
Section 131(c)(1), that requires local agencies whose allocations are less than $15,000 to enter 
into a consortium with other agencies for the purpose of meeting the $15,000 minimum grant 
requirement.  
 
Outcome Rationale: Our district is in a very rural area.  The closest consortium would be over 
an hour away so we request this waiver to more efficiently manage the needs of our small 
community 
 
Student Population: 720  
 
City Type: Rural 
 
NCES Code: 41 
 
Local Board Approval Date: 6/3/2013 
 
Submitted by: Ms. Gloria Carrillo 
Position: Chief Business Official  
E-mail: gcarrillo@bhuhsd.k12.ca.us 
Telephone: 209-736-8316   
Fax:  
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California Department of Education  
WAIVER SUBMISSION - Federal 
 
CD Code: 3968502            Waiver Number: Fed-1-2013 Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 6/19/2013 10:00:02 AM 
 
LEA Name: Escalon Unified School District  
Address: 1520 Yosemite Ave. 
Escalon, CA 95320  
 
Start: 7/1/2013  End: 6/30/2017 
 
Waiver Renewal: N  
Previous Waiver Number:    Previous SBE Approval Date:  
 
Waiver Topic: Federal Program Waiver 
Ed Code Title: Carl D. Perkins Voc and Tech Ed Act  
Ed Code Section: PL 109-270 Section 131(c)(1) 
Ed Code Authority: PL 109-270 Section 131(c)(2) 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: U.S. Code, Section 2351(c)(1) and (2) or [P.L. 109-270 Section 
131(c)(1) and (2)] 
(c) Minimum Allocation 
[(1) In general 
Except as provided in Paragraph (2), a local educational agency shall not receive an allocation 
under subsection (a) unless the amount allocated to such agency under subsection (a) is 
greater that $15,000. A local educational agency may enter into a consortium with other local 
educational agencies for the purposes of meeting the minimum allocation requirement of this 
paragraph.] 
 
Outcome Rationale: Escalon Unified has seen a steady decline in enrollment over the past 7 
years and, combined with decreased federal funding for the Perkins Grant, has resulted in the 
district falling below the minimum $15,000.00 required for funding.  Funding for 2013-2014 has 
been projected at $14,523.00  Most students at the one high school enroll in either an 
exploratory and/or a concentrator course over their 4-year high school career.  Recent years 
has seen additional interest in completing certifications and capstone courses which 
demonstrates a steady growth in Career Technical Education.  Escalon High School sits at the 
very south edge of San Joaquin County.  The closest districts likely to join a consortium are 
much larger with no need to join and sit in the neighboring county.  Additionally, Escalon High's 
CTE program is unique to the town's local agricultural-based economy.  Joining a consortium at 
this time would not be beneficial as Section 131(f)(2) requires funds allocated to a consortium to 
be used only for purposes and programs that are mutually beneficial to all members and that the 
funds may not be reallocated to individual members of the consortium.  Escalon High School's 
CTE program differs from that of neighboring districts, is growing in spite of overall declining 
enrollment, and needs the Perkins funds to streamline improvements and enhancements to its 
unique program. 
 
Student Population: 850  
 
City Type: Rural 
 
NCES Code: 31 
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Local Board Approval Date: 6/18/2013 
 
Submitted by: Mr. David Lattig 
Position: Principal  
E-mail: dlattig@sjcoe.net 
Telephone: 209-838-7073 x412 
Fax: 209-838-6703
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California Department of Education  
WAIVER SUBMISSION - Specific 
 
CD Code: 1563685      Waiver Number: Fed-4-2013 Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 6/27/2013 4:18:00 PM 
 
Local Education Agency: Muroc Joint Unified School District  
Address: 17100 Foothill Ave. 
North Edwards, CA 93523 
 
Start: 7/1/2013  End: 6/30/2017 
 
Waiver Renewal: Y 
Previous Waiver Number: FED-14-2009-WC-5             Previous SBE Approval Date: 12/4/2009 
 
Waiver Topic: Federal Program Waiver 
Ed Code Title: Carl D. Perkins Voc and Tech Ed Act  
Ed Code Section: PL 109-270 Section 131(c)(1) 
Ed Code Authority: PL 109-270 Section 131(c)(2) 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: Section 131(c)(1) of the Carl D. Perkins Career and Technica 
Education Improvement Act of 2006 (Public Law 109-270)  
 
Outcome Rationale: The district quallifies for the Waiver due to the rural location of the district. 
 
Student Population: 2100 
 
City Type: Rural 
 
Local Board Approval Date: 5/8/2013 
 
Council Reviewed By: CTE Advisory Committee 
Council Reviewed Date: 6/26/2013 
Council Objection: N 
Council Objection Explanation:  
 
Audit Penalty YN: N 
 
Categorical Program Monitoring: N 
 
Submitted by: Mr. Paul Kostopoulos 
Position: Director of Instruction and Assessment 
E-mail: pkostopoulos@muroc.k12.ca.us 
Telephone: 760-769-4821 x276 
Fax: 760-769-4241
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California Department of Education  
WAIVER SUBMISSION - Federal 
 
CD Code: 0661614             Waiver Number: Fed-2-2013 Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 6/21/2013 11:08:24 AM 
 
LEA Name: Pierce Joint Unified School District  
Address: 540 A Sixth St. 
Arbuckle, CA 95912  
 
Start: 7/11/2013  End: 6/30/2017 
 
Waiver Renewal: Y  
Previous Waiver Number: Fed-11-2009           Previous SBE Approval Date: 9/17/2009 
 
Waiver Topic: Federal Program Waiver 
Ed Code Title: Carl D. Perkins Voc and Tech Ed Act  
Ed Code Section: PL 109-270 Section 131(c)(1) 
Ed Code Authority: PL 109-270 Section 131(c)(2) 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: Public Law 109-270(Carl D. Perkins Career and Technical 
Education Improvement Act of 2006, Section 131(c)(1) requires local education agencies whose 
allocations are less than $15,000 to enter into a consortium with other LEAs for the purpose of 
meeting the $15,000 minimum grant requirement.  Section 131(c)(2) of the Perkins act permits 
states to waive the consortium agreement if the LEA is in an rural, sparsely populated area and 
is unable to join a consortium. 
 
Outcome Rationale: Located in Colusa County, Pierce Joint Unified School District (Pierce 
JUSD) is a small unified school district with one comprehensive high school and one 
continuation high school.  The district serves the town of Arbuckle and outlying rural population. 
 Pierce High School is located off of Interstate 5 in Northern California, 40 miles north of 
Sacramento.  Pierce JUSD has a locale code of 42(rural, distant) per the NCES, thus meeting 
one of the criteria established by the SBE Waiver Policy #01-01. 
 
Student Population: 375  
 
City Type: Rural 
 
NCES Code: 42 
 
Local Board Approval Date: 6/20/2013 
 
Submitted by: Mr. George Griffin 
Position: Perkins Coordinator/High School Principal  
E-mail: ggriffin@pierce.k12.ca.us 
Telephone: 530-476-2278 x13101   
Fax:  
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California Department of Education 
Executive Office 
SBE-006 Specific (REV. 05/2013) ITEM #W-02  
  
 CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION 

 
SEPTEMBER 2013 AGENDA 

 
 Specific Waiver 

SUBJECT 
 

Request by thirteen local educational agencies, under the authority of 
California Education Code Section 52863 for waivers of Education Code 
Section 52852, relating to schoolsite councils regarding changes in 
shared, composition, or shared and composition members. 
 
Waiver Numbers: Big Pine Unified School District 8-5-2013 

Charter Oak Unified School District 12-5-2013 
Cotati-Rohnert Park Unified School District 7-5-2013 
Glenn County Office of Education 11-5-2013 
Gold Oak Union Elementary School District 29-6-2013 
Golden Valley Unified School District 8-6-2013 
Kernville Union Elementary School District 26-6-2013 
Madera County Office of Education 17-5-2013 
Marin County Office of Education 24-5-2013 
Placer Union High School District 12-6-2013 
Plumas County Office of Education 10-6-2013 
Rio Elementary School District 16-6-2013 
Woodland Joint Unified School District 26-5-2013 
Woodland Joint Unified School District 27-5-2013 

 
 Action 

 
 

 Consent 
 

 
SUMMARY OF THE ISSUE(S) 
 
Specific authority is provided in California Education Code (EC) Section 52863 to allow 
the State Board of Education (SBE) to waive the Schoolsite Council (SSC) requirements 
contained in EC 52852 of the School-Based Coordination Program (SBCP) Act that 
would hinder the success of the program implementation. These waivers must be 
renewed every two years. 
 
Authority for Waiver: EC Section 52863 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 

  Approval    Approval with conditions    Denial 
 
The California Department of Education (CDE) recommends approval with the following 
conditions: See Attachment 1. 
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SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES 
 
Big Pine Unified School District is requesting a shared SSC for two small schools: Big 
Pine Elementary School (8.5 teachers serving 147 students in kindergarten through 
grade eight) and Big Pine High School (5 teachers serving 36 students in grades nine 
through twelve). The two schools share one assistant principal, a campus, and one 
main office. They are located in a rural area. 
 
Charter Oak Unified School District is requesting a shared SSC for three small 
alternative schools: Arrow Continuation High School (5 teachers serving 80 students in 
grades nine through twelve), Bridges Community Day School (1 teacher serving 27 
students in grades seven through twelve), and Oak Knoll Alternative School (4.8 
teachers serving 105 students in kindergarten through grade twelve). The three schools 
share some instructional staff and they are housed on one campus in a suburban area. 
 
Cotati-Rohnert Park Unified School District is requesting a shared SSC for two schools: 
John Reed Primary School (19 teachers serving 447 students in kindergarten through 
grade three) and Waldo Rohnert Intermediate School (10 teachers serving 295 students 
in grades four through six). The two schools serve as a single-attendance area with one 
principal and one Title I coordinator overseeing the school-based program at both sites. 
They share common administration, curriculum, and the community. Many families have 
children who attend both sites. They are located in a suburban area. 
 
Glenn County Office of Education is requesting an SSC composition change for William 
Finch Charter School (11 teachers serving 123 students in kindergarten through grade 
twelve). William Finch is a home independent study program offering an alternative 
education option with onsite and distance learning courses. Students meet with 
teachers every two weeks. It is located in a rural area. 
 
Gold Oak Union Elementary School District is requesting a shared SSC for two small 
schools: Pleasant Valley Middle School (6 teachers serving 134 students in grades six 
through eight) and Gold Oak Elementary School (13 teachers serving 304 students in 
kindergarten through grade five). The schools are 2.4 miles apart from each other in a 
rural area. 
 
Golden Valley Unified School District is requesting a shared SSC for its Education 
Options Program which has five small alternative schools: Independence Continuation 
High School (7 teachers serving 17 students in grades ten through twelve), Centennial 
Independent Study School (1 teacher serving 19 students in grades one through 
twelve), Children’s Hospital of Central California (1 teacher serving 15 students in 
kindergarten through adult), Valley Teen Ranch Community Day School (1 teacher 
serving 28 students in grades seven through twelve), and Lincoln Community Day 
School (2 teachers serving 13 students in grades seven through twelve). These five 
schools share one administrator, most of the teachers, and professional development. 
They are located in a rural area. 
 
Kernville Union Elementary School District is requesting a shared SSC for its only two 
small middle schools: Rio Vista Community Day School (1 teacher serving 12 students 
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in grades five through eight) and Woodrow Wallace Middle School (12 teachers serving 
325 students in grades five through eight). The two schools share a principal, a vice 
principal, a psychologist, and office support. They also share common curriculum, 
special education services, maintenance operation and transportation services, and 
professional learning communities. They are located on the same campus in a rural 
area. 
 
Madera County Office of Education is requesting three shared SSCs for seven small 
schools: Challenger Elementary Community Day School (1 teacher serving 11 students 
in grades one through six) and Discovery Secondary School (1 teacher serving 10 
students in grades seven through twelve); Apollo Elementary Community Day School 
(currently 0 teachers with 1 student being served by Enterprise in grades one through 
six), Enterprise Secondary School (5 teachers serving 81 students in grades six through 
twelve), and Endeavor/Voyager Juvenile Hall (4 teachers serving 51 students in grades 
seven through twelve); and Madera County Independent Academy (14 teachers serving 
394 students in kindergarten through grade twelve) and Pioneer Technical Center (8 
teachers serving 160 students in grades nine through twelve). Challenger Elementary 
Community Day and Discovery Secondary share a campus which is 15–20 miles from 
other schools in the district. Apollo Elementary Community Day, Enterprise Secondary, 
and Endeavor/Voyager Juvenile Hall share a principal and a campus. Madera County 
Independent Academy and Pioneer Technical Center are both charter schools. Most of 
these seven schools serve high-risk students and their enrollment fluctuates daily. They 
are located in a small city. 
 
Marin County Office of Education is requesting a shared SSC for three small alternative 
schools: Marin County Community School (1 teacher serving 41 students in grades six 
through twelve), Marin County Juvenile Court School (1.9 teachers serving 13 students 
in grades seven through twelve), and Phoenix Academy (1 teacher serving 5 students in 
grades nine through twelve). These schools operate with common site administration, 
curriculum, and other services. In addition, students have the potential to move through 
all three programs. They are located in a suburban area. 
 
Placer Union High School District is requesting an SSC composition change for 
Foresthill High School (13 teachers serving 232 students in grades nine through 
twelve). The school is located in a rural area. 
 
Plumas County Office of Education is requesting a shared SSC for five small alternative 
schools, two of which are part of Plumas Unified School District: Plumas County 
Community School (1 teacher serving 6 students in grades seven through twelve), 
Plumas County Opportunity School (4 teachers serving 11 students in grades seven 
through nine), Portola Opportunity School (4 teachers serving 25 students in 
kindergarten through grade eight), Almanor Continuation High School (2 half-time 
teachers serving 7 students in grades nine through twelve), and Beckwourth (Jim) 
Continuation High School (2 half-time teachers serving 15 students in grades nine 
through twelve). All five schools are run by one administrator (Director of Alternative 
Education) and have multiple campuses. They are located in a rural area. 
 
Rio Elementary School District is requesting an SSC composition change for Rio Vista  
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Middle School (30 teachers serving 736 students in grades six through eight). The 
school is located in a small rural area. 
 
Woodland Joint Unified School District is requesting an SSC composition change for 
Cache Creek Continuation High School (10 teachers serving 130–150 students in 
grades nine through twelve). Student enrollment fluctuates throughout the year. The 
school is located in a rural area, six to ten miles north of town off Interstate 5, which 
makes it difficult to share an SSC with another school.  
 
Woodland Joint Unified School District is requesting a shared SSC for two schools: 
Woodland Community Day School (1 teacher serving 10 students in grades three 
through five) and Dingle Elementary School (22 teachers serving 402 students in 
kindergarten through grade six). The two schools are located on the same campus in a 
rural area. 
 
SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND ACTION 
 
The CDE Waiver Office has previously presented requests from local educational 
agencies (LEAs) to waive some of the SSC requirements in EC 52863 or to allow one 
shared schoolsite council for multiple schools. All of these requests have been granted 
with conditions. The conditions take into consideration the rationale provided by the 
LEAs, a majority of which are due to the size, type, location, or other capacities of the 
schools.  

FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE) 
 
There is no statewide fiscal impact of waiver approval. 
 
ATTACHMENT(S) 
 
Attachment 1: Local Educational Agencies Requesting a Schoolsite Council Waiver  

(7 Pages) 
 
Attachment 2: Big Pine Unified School District Specific Waiver Request 8-5-2013  

(2 Pages) (Original waiver request is signed and on file in the Waiver 
Office.) 

 
Attachment 3: Charter Oak Unified School District Specific Waiver Request 12-5-2013 

(2 Pages) (Original waiver request is signed and on file in the Waiver 
Office.) 

 
Attachment 4: Cotati-Rohnert Park Unified School District Specific Waiver Request  

7-5-2013 (2 Pages) (Original waiver request is signed and on file in the 
Waiver Office.) 

 
Attachment 5: Glenn County Office of Education Specific Waiver Request 11-5-2013  

(2 Pages) (Original waiver request is signed and on file in the Waiver 
Office.) 
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Attachment 6: Gold Oak Union Elementary School District Specific Waiver Request 
29-6-2013 (2 Pages) (Original waiver request is signed and on file in the 
Waiver Office.) 

 
 
Attachment 7: Golden Valley Unified School District Specific Waiver Request 8-6-2013 

(2 Pages) (Original waiver request is signed and on file in the Waiver 
Office.) 

 
Attachment 8: Kernville Union Elementary School District Specific Waiver Request  

26-6-2013 (2 Pages) (Original waiver request is signed and on file in the 
Waiver Office.) 

 
Attachment 9: Madera County Office of Education Specific Waiver Request 17-5-2013 

(2 Pages) (Original waiver request is signed and on file in the Waiver 
Office.) 

 
Attachment 10: Marin County Office of Education Specific Waiver Request 24-5-2013  

(2 Pages) (Original waiver request is signed and on file in the Waiver 
Office.) 

 
Attachment 11: Placer Union High School District Specific Waiver Request 12-6-2013  

(2 Pages) (Original waiver request is signed and on file in the Waiver 
Office.) 

 
Attachment 12: Plumas County Office of Education Specific Waiver Request 10-6-2013 

(3 Pages) (Original waiver request is signed and on file in the Waiver 
Office.) 

 
Attachment 13: Rio Elementary School District Specific Waiver Request 16-6-2013  

(2 Pages) (Original waiver request is signed and on file in the Waiver 
Office.) 

 
Attachment 14: Woodland Joint Unified School District Specific Waiver Request  

26-5-2013 (2 Pages) (Original waiver request is signed and on file in the 
Waiver Office.) 

 
Attachment 15: Woodland Joint Unified School District Specific Waiver Request  

27-5-2013 (2 Pages) (Original waiver request is signed and on file in the 
Waiver Office.) 
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Local Educational Agencies Requesting a Schoolsite Council Waiver 
 

Waiver 
Number 

LEA for School(s) 
(CDS Code[s]) 

LEAs 
Request CDE Recommendation 

Previous Waiver 
Yes or No 

 
Period of 
Request/ 
Period 

Recommended 

Collective 
Bargaining Unit 

Position/ 
Current Agreement 

SSC/Advisory 
Committee 

Position 

Local Board 
Approval 

Date 

8-5-2013 Big Pine Unified 
School District for Big 
Pine Elementary 
School (1463248 
6008692) and Big 
Pine High School 
(1463248 1431352) 

Shared SSC Approval with conditions; the SSC 
must consist of one principal, four 
classroom teachers (selected by 
peers), one other school 
representative (selected by peers), 
three parents/community members 
(selected by peers), and three 
students (selected by peers). 

Yes 
 

 Requested: 
08/01/2013 

To 
07/31/2015 

 
 Recommended: 

08/01/2013 
To 

07/31/2015 

Big Pine Employee 
Association 
Loralee Mairs, 
President 
04/15/2013 
 
Support 
 
California School 
Employee 
Association 
Carol Mason, 
President 
04/15/2013 
 
Support 

Big Pine 
Elementary 
and Big Pine 
High SSCs 
05/01/2013 
 
Approve 

05/06/2013 

12-5-2013 Charter Oak Unified 
School District for 
Arrow Continuation 
High School 
(1964378 1930312), 
Bridges Community 
Day School 
(1964378 1995927), 
and Oak Knoll 
Alternative School 
(1964378 1995885) 

Shared SSC Approval with conditions; the SSC 
must consist of one principal, four 
classroom teachers (selected by 
peers), one other school 
representative (selected by peers), 
three parents/community members 
(selected by peers), and three 
students (selected by peers). 

No 
 

 Requested: 
07/01/2013 

To 
06/30/2015 

 
Recommended: 

07/01/2013 
To 

06/30/2015 

California School 
Employee 
Association 
Gregory Frotton, 
President 
04/18/2013 
 
Support 

Arrow High 
SSC, Bridges 
Community 
Day SSC, and 
Oak Knoll 
Alternative 
SSC 
05/10/2013 
 
Approve 

05/16/2013 
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Waiver 
Number 

LEA for School(s) 
(CDS Code[s]) 

LEAs 
Request CDE Recommendation 

Previous Waiver 
Yes or No 

 
Period of 
Request/ 
Period 

Recommended 

Collective 
Bargaining Unit 

Position/ 
Current Agreement 

SSC/Advisory 
Committee 

Position 

Local Board 
Approval 

Date 

7-5-2013 Cotati-Rohnert Park 
Unified School 
District for John 
Reed Elementary 
School (4973882 
6051676) and Waldo 
Rohnert Elementary 
School (4973882 
6051692) 

Shared SSC Approval with conditions; the SSC 
must consist of one principal, three 
classroom teachers (selected by 
peers), one other school 
representative (selected by peers), 
and five parents/community 
members (selected by peers). 

No 
 

Requested: 
08/01/2013 

To 
06/30/2015 

 
Recommended: 

08/01/2013 
To 

06/30/2015 

None indicated John Reed 
SSC and 
Waldo Rohnert 
SSC 
04/09/2013 
 
Approve 

04/23/2013 

11-5-2013 Glenn County Office 
of Education for 
William Finch Charter 
School (1110116 
1130103) 

SSC 
Composition 
Change 

Approval with conditions; the SSC 
must consist of one principal, two 
classroom teachers (selected by 
peers), two parents/community 
members (selected by peers), and 
one student (selected by peers).  

No 
 

Requested: 
07/01/2012 

To 
07/01/2013 

 
Recommended: 

07/01/2012 
To 

07/01/2013 

None indicated LEA Planning 
Group 
03/13/2013 
 
Approve 

04/17/2013 

29-6-2013 Gold Oak Union 
Elementary School 
District for Pleasant 
Valley Middle School 
(0961879 6109698) 
and Gold Oak 
Elementary School 
(0961879 6005508) 

Shared SSC Approval with conditions; the SSC 
must consist of one principal, three 
classroom teachers (selected by 
peers), one other school 
representative (selected by peers), 
and five parents/community 
members (selected by peers). 

No 
 

Requested: 
08/15/2013 

To 
05/31/2015 

 
Recommended: 

08/15/2013 
To 

05/31/2015 

California School 
Employee 
Association 
Debbie Green, 
President 
01/16/2013 
 
Support 

Pleasant Valley 
Middle and 
Gold Oak 
Elementary 
SSCs 
05/14/2013 
 
Approve 

06/24/2013 
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Waiver 
Number 

LEA for School(s) 
(CDS Code[s]) 

LEAs 
Request CDE Recommendation 

Previous Waiver 
Yes or No 

 
Period of 
Request/ 
Period 

Recommended 

Collective 
Bargaining Unit 

Position/ 
Current Agreement 

SSC/Advisory 
Committee 

Position 

Local Board 
Approval 

Date 

8-6-2013 Golden Valley 
Unified School 
District for 
Independence 
Continuation High 
School (2075580 
2030161), Centennial 
Independent Study 
School (2075580 
0111443), Children’s 
Hospital of Central 
California (2075580 
0123315), Valley 
Teen Ranch 
Community Day 
School (2075580 
0110403), and 
Lincoln Community 
Day School 
(2075580 0110395) 

Shared SSC Approval with conditions; the SSC 
must consist of one principal, two 
classroom teachers (selected by 
peers), one other school 
representative (selected by peers), 
two parents/community members 
(selected by peers), and two 
students (selected by peers). 

No 
 

Requested: 
07/01/2013 

To 
06/30/2015 

 
Recommended: 

07/01/2013 
To 

06/30/2015 

None indicated The 
Educational 
Options SSC 
05/16/2013 
 
Approve 

06/04/2013 

26-6-2013 Kernville Union 
Elementary School 
District for Rio Vista 
Community Day 
School (1563545 
0112524) and 
Woodrow Wallace 
Middle School 
(1563545 0122887) 

Shared SSC Approval with conditions; the SSC 
must consist of one principal, three 
classroom teachers (selected by 
peers), one other school 
representative (selected by peers), 
and five parents/community 
members (selected by peers). 

No 
 

Requested: 
08/19/2013 

To 
05/30/2016 

 
Recommended: 

08/19/2013 
To 

05/30/2015 

Kernville Union State 
Teacher’s 
Association 
Steven Brucker, 
President 
06/24/2013 
 
Support 

Rio Vista 
Community 
Day and 
Woodrow 
Wallace Middle 
SSCs 
04/09/2013 
 
Approve 

06/26/2013 
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Waiver 
Number 

LEA for School(s) 
(CDS Code[s]) 

LEAs 
Request CDE Recommendation 

Previous Waiver 
Yes or No 

 
Period of 
Request/ 
Period 

Recommended 

Collective 
Bargaining Unit 

Position/ 
Current Agreement 

SSC/Advisory 
Committee 

Position 

Local Board 
Approval 

Date 

17-5-2013 Madera County 
Office of Education 
for Challenger 
Elementary 
Community Day 
School (2010207 
0109728), Discovery 
Secondary School 
(2010207 2030187), 
Apollo Elementary 
Community Day 
School (2010207 
0109736), Enterprise 
Secondary School 
(2010207 2030054), 
Endeavor/Voyager 
Juvenile Hall 
(2010207 2030153), 
Madera County 
Independent 
Academy (2010207 
0117184), Pioneer 
Technical Center 
(2010207 2030229) 

Shared SSC 
and 
Composition 
Change 

Approval with conditions:  
 
The SSC for Challenger 
Elementary Community Day and 
Discovery Secondary must consist 
of one principal, two classroom 
teachers (selected by peers), and 
three parents/community members 
(selected by peers). 
 
The SSC for Apollo Elementary, 
Enterprise Secondary, and 
Endeavor/Voyager Juvenile Hall 
must consist of one principal, two 
classroom teachers (selected by 
peers), one other school 
representative (selected by peers), 
and four parents/community 
members (selected by peers). 
 
The SSC for Madera County 
Independent Academy and 
Pioneer Technical Center must 
consist of one principal, two 
classroom teachers (selected by 
peers), one other school 
representative (selected by peers), 
three parents/community members 
(selected by peers), and one 
student (selected by peers). 

Yes 
 

Requested: 
05/01/2013 

To 
05/01/2015 

 
Recommended: 

05/01/2013 
To 

04/30/2015 

Madera County 
Office of Education 
CTA 
Camille Edmonds, 
President 
05/06/2013 
 
Support 

SSCs in 
Chowchilla, 
Madera and 
the Charter 
schools 
03/26/2013 
 
Approve 

05/14/2013 
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Waiver 
Number 

LEA for School(s) 
(CDS Code[s]) 

LEAs 
Request CDE Recommendation 

Previous Waiver 
Yes or No 

 
Period of 
Request/ 
Period 

Recommended 

Collective 
Bargaining Unit 

Position/ 
Current Agreement 

SSC/Advisory 
Committee 

Position 

Local Board 
Approval 

Date 

24-5-2013 Marin County Office 
of Education for 
Marin County 
Community School 
(2110215 2130037), 
Marin County 
Juvenile Court 
School (2110215 
0113183), and 
Phoenix Academy 
(2110215 2130102) 

Shared SSC Approval with conditions; the SSC 
must consist of one principal, one 
classroom teacher (selected by 
peers), one parent/community 
member (selected by peers), and 
one student (selected by peers). 

No 
 

Requested: 
05/22/2013 

To 
05/23/2015 

 
Recommended: 

05/22/2013 
To 

05/21/2015 

Marin County 
Educator’s 
Association 
Thomas Laughlin, 
President 
05/17/2013 
 
Support 

Marin County 
Board of 
Education 
05/14/2013 
 
Approve 

05/14/2013 

12-6-2013 Placer Union High 
School District for 
Foresthill High 
School (3166894 
0102293) 

SSC 
Composition 
Change 

Approval with conditions; the SSC 
must consist of one principal, three 
classroom teachers (selected by 
peers), one other school 
representative (selected by peers), 
three parents/community members 
(selected by peers), and two 
students (selected by peers). 

Yes 
 

 Requested: 
10/01/2013 

To 
10/01/2015 

 
Recommended: 

10/01/2013 
To 

09/30/2015 

None indicated Foresthill High 
SSC 
05/15/2013 
 
Approve 

06/04/2013 
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Waiver 
Number 

LEA for School(s) 
(CDS Code[s]) 

LEAs 
Request CDE Recommendation 

Previous Waiver 
Yes or No 

 
Period of 
Request/ 
Period 

Recommended 

Collective 
Bargaining Unit 

Position/ 
Current Agreement 

SSC/Advisory 
Committee 

Position 

Local Board 
Approval 

Date 

10-6-2013 Plumas County 
Office of Education 
for Plumas County 
Community School 
(3210322 0100057), 
Plumas County 
Opportunity School 
(3210322 0108001), 
Portola Opportunity 
School (3210322 
6117360), Almanor 
High School 
(3266969 3230034), 
and Beckwourth 
(Jim) High School 
(3266969 3230042) 

Shared SSC Approval with conditions; the SSC 
must consist of one principal, four 
classroom teachers (selected by 
peers), one other school 
representative (selected by peers), 
three parents/community members 
(selected by peers), and three 
students (selected by peers). 

No 
 

Requested: 
07/01/2013 

To 
06/30/2015 

 
Recommended: 

07/01/2013 
To 

06/30/2015 

Plumas County 
Teacher’s 
Association 
Ron Logan, 
President 
05/31/2013 
 
Support 
 

Portola 
Opportunity 
SSC 
06/07/2013 
 
Approve 

06/11/2013 

16-6-2013 Rio Elementary 
School District for 
Rio Vista Middle 
School (5672561 
0113977) 

SSC 
Composition 
Change 

Approval with conditions; the SSC 
must consist of one principal, two 
classroom teachers (selected by 
peers), one other school 
representative (selected by peers), 
and four parents/community 
members (selected by peers). 

No 
 

Requested: 
09/01/2012 

To 
06/21/2013 

 
Recommended: 

09/01/2012 
To 

06/21/2013 

Rio Teacher’s 
Association 
Jessica Serrano, Site 
Representative 
05/14/2013 
 
Support 
 

Rio Vista 
Middle School 
SSC 
05/14/2013 
 
Approve 

06/19/2013 
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Waiver 
Number 

LEA for School(s) 
(CDS Code[s]) 

LEAs 
Request CDE Recommendation 

Previous Waiver 
Yes or No 

 
Period of 
Request/ 
Period 

Recommended 

Collective 
Bargaining Unit 

Position/ 
Current Agreement 

SSC/Advisory 
Committee 

Position 

Local Board 
Approval 

Date 

26-5-2013 Woodland Joint 
Unified School 
District for Cache 
Creek Continuation 
High School 
(5772710 5738810) 

SSC 
Composition 
Change 

Approval with conditions; the SSC 
must consist of one principal, two 
classroom teachers (selected by 
peers), one other school 
representative (selected by peers), 
two parents/community members 
(selected by peers), and two 
students (selected by peers). 

Yes 
 

Requested: 
07/01/2013 

To 
06/30/2015 

 
Recommended: 

07/01/2013 
To 

06/30/2015 

California School 
Employee 
Association 
Elizabeth Reiff, 
President 
03/26/2013 
 
Support 
 
Woodland Education 
Association 
Karen Taylor, 
Negotiator 
03/26/2013 
 
Support 

Cache Creek 
SSC 
03/27/2013 
 
Approve 

05/23/2013 

27-5-2013 Woodland Joint 
Unified School 
District for Woodland 
Community Day 
School (5772710 
6116479) and Dingle 
Elementary School 
(5772710 6056469) 

Shared SSC Approval with conditions; the SSC 
must consist of one principal, three 
classroom teachers (selected by 
peers), one other school 
representative (selected by peers), 
and five parents/community 
members (selected by peers). 

No 
 

Requested: 
07/01/2013 

To 
06/30/2015 

 
 Recommended: 

07/01/2013 
To 

06/30/2015 

California School 
Employee 
Association 
Elizabeth Reiff, 
President 
03/26/2013 
 
Support 
 
Woodland Education 
Association 
Karen Taylor, 
Negotiator 
03/26/2013 
 
Support 

Dingle SSC 
05/15/2013 
 
Approve 

05/23/2013 
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California Department of Education  
WAIVER SUBMISSION - Specific 
 
CD Code: 1463248 Waiver Number: 8-5-2013  Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 5/9/2013 10:01:08 AM 
 
Local Education Agency: Big Pine Unified School District 
Address: 500 South Main St. 
Big Pine, CA 93513 
 
Start: 8/1/2013  End: 7/31/2015 
 
Waiver Renewal: Y 
Previous Waiver Number: 3-1-2010-W-24                 Previous SBE Approval Date: 3/1/2010 
 
Waiver Topic: Schoolsite Council Statute 
Ed Code Title: Shared Schoolsite Council  
Ed Code Section: 52852 
Ed Code Authority: 52863 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: EC 52852 A school site council shall be established at each school 
which participates in school-based program coordination. The council shall be composed of the 
principal and representatives of: teachers selected by teachers at the school; other school 
personnel selected by other school personnel at the school; parents of pupils attending the 
school selected by such parents; and, in secondary schools, pupils selected by pupils attending 
the school.         
 
Outcome Rationale: Big Pine Unified School District has 183 students with a K-8 elementary 
school of 147 students and a high school of 36 students. There is one assistant principal, a part-
time superintendent and one main office. There are 14 teachers. All of the school buildings are 
located at the same address on a single campus. BPUSD has one set of goals that drive the 
improvement process for all. We are united in our efforts, and because of our size, there is not a 
differentiation between “school site” and district. We do not have enough staff or community 
members to form more than one site council. 
 
Student Population: 183 
 
City Type: Rural 
 
Local Board Approval Date: 5/6/2013 
 
Council Reviewed By: Big Pine Schools Site Council 
Council Reviewed Date: 5/1/2013 
Council Objection: N 
Council Objection Explanation:  
 
Audit Penalty YN: N 
 
Categorical Program Monitoring: N
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Submitted by: Ms. Pamela Jones 
Position: Superintendent 
E-mail: pamela_jones@inyo.k12.ca.us 
Telephone: 760-938-2005 
Fax: 760-938-2310 
 
Bargaining Unit Date: 04/15/2013 
Name: BPEA 
Representative: Loralee Mairs 
Title: President 
Position: Support 
Comments:  
 
Bargaining Unit Date: 04/15/2013 
Name: CSEA 
Representative: Carol Mason 
Title: President 
Position: Support 
Comments:  
 
 



12-5-2013 Charter Oak Unified School District 
Attachment 3 

Page 1 of 2 
 
 

Revised:  8/27/2013 3:45 PM 

California Department of Education  
WAIVER SUBMISSION - Specific 
 
CD Code: 1964378 Waiver Number: 12-5-2013  Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 5/17/2013 10:25:40 AM 
 
Local Education Agency: Charter Oak Unified School District  
Address: 20240 East Cienega Ave. 
Covina, CA 91724 
 
Start: 7/1/2013  End: 6/30/2015 
 
Waiver Renewal: N 
Previous Waiver Number:   Previous SBE Approval Date:  
 
Waiver Topic: Schoolsite Council Statute 
Ed Code Title: Shared Schoolsite Council  
Ed Code Section: 52852 
Ed Code Authority: 52863 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: [A schoolsite council shall be established at each school which 
participates in a school-based program coordination. The council shall be composed of the 
principal and representatives of: teachers selected by teachers at the school; other school 
personnel selected by other school personnel at the school; parents of pupils attending the 
school selected by such parents; and, in secondary schools, pupils selected by the pupils 
attending the school.] 
 
Outcome Rationale: The District's alternative programs are housed on one site, and all three 
have relatively small populations and staff. Several staff members provide instruction at more 
than one school. Combining the three school site councils will provide a more streamlined and 
comprehensive apporach to planning and decision making. 
 
Student Population: 198 
 
City Type: Suburban 
 
Local Board Approval Date: 5/16/2013 
 
Council Reviewed By: School site councils at Arrow High School, Bridges Community Day 
School, and Oak Knoll Alternative. 
Council Reviewed Date: 5/10/2013 
Council Objection: N 
Council Objection Explanation:  
 
Audit Penalty YN: N 
 
Categorical Program Monitoring: N 
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Submitted by: Ms. Jeanine Robertson 
Position: Assistant Superintendent, Educational Services 
E-mail: jrobertson@cousd.net 
Telephone: 626-966-8331 x215 
Fax: 626-339-0594 
 
Bargaining Unit Date: 04/18/2013 
Name: CSEA 
Representative: Gregory Frotton 
Title: President 
Position: Support 
Comments:  
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California Department of Education  
WAIVER SUBMISSION - Specific 
 
CD Code: 4973882 Waiver Number: 7-5-2013  Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 5/8/2013 12:06:59 PM 
 
Local Education Agency: Cotati-Rohnert Park Unified School District  
Address: 7165 Burton Ave. 
Rohnert Park, CA 94928 
 
Start: 8/1/2013  End: 6/30/2015 
 
Waiver Renewal: N 
Previous Waiver Number:   Previous SBE Approval Date:  
 
Waiver Topic: Schoolsite Council Statute 
Ed Code Title: Shared Schoolsite Council  
Ed Code Section: 52852 
Ed Code Authority: 52863 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: EC 52852 A schoolsite council shall be established at [each] school 
which participates in school-based program coordination.The council shall be composed of the 
principal and representatives of: teachers selected by teachers at the school; other personnel 
selected by other personnel at the school; parents of pupils attending the school selected by 
such parents; and, in secondary schools, pupils selected by pupils attending the school. 
 
Outcome Rationale: In 2013-14, John Reed Primary School and Waldo Rohnert Intermediate 
Schools will serve as a single-attendance area school with John Reed housing students in K-2 
and Waldo Rohnert housing students in grades 3-5.  The schools share a common 
administration, common curriculum, and common community. One principal and one Title I 
coordinator oversee the school-based program at both sites. Many families have children at 
both sites. As independent sites, neither John Reed nor Waldo Rohnert has been able to attract 
and retain parents for the school site council.  To ensure consistency of programs, avoid 
duplication of effort and ensure economies of school, the John Reed and Waldo Rohnert school 
site councils are requesting a waiver to form a shared schoolsite council.  
 
Student Population: 600 
 
City Type: Suburban 
 
Local Board Approval Date: 4/23/2013 
 
Council Reviewed By: John Reed School Site Council, Waldo Rohnert School Site Council  
Council Reviewed Date: 4/9/2013 
Council Objection: N 
Council Objection Explanation:  
 
Audit Penalty YN: N
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Categorical Program Monitoring: N 
 
Submitted by: Dr. Elizabeth Kaufman 
Position: Assistant Superintendent 
E-mail: elizabeth_kaufman@crpusd.org 
Telephone: 707-792-4708 
Fax:  
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California Department of Education  
WAIVER SUBMISSION - Specific 
 
CD Code: 1110116 Waiver Number: 11-5-2013  Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 5/16/2013 1:37:50 PM 
 
Local Education Agency: Glenn County Office of Education 
Address: 311 South Villa Ave. 
Willows, CA 95988 
 
Start: 7/1/2012  End: 7/1/2013 
 
Waiver Renewal: N 
Previous Waiver Number:   Previous SBE Approval Date:  
 
Waiver Topic: Schoolsite Council Statute 
Ed Code Title: Number and Composition of Members  
Ed Code Section: 52852 
Ed Code Authority: 52863 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: 52852.  A schoolsite council shall be established at each school 
which participates in school-based program coordination. The council shall be composed of the 
principal and representatives of: teachers selected by teachers at the school; other school 
personnel selected by other school personnel at the school; parents of pupils attending the 
school selected by such parents; and, in secondary schools,pupils selected by pupils attending 
the school.   At the elementary level the council shall be constituted to ensureparity between (a) 
the principal, classroom teachers and other school personnel; and (b) parents or other 
community members selected by parents.   At the secondary level the council shall be 
constituted to ensure parity between (a) the principal, classroom teachers and other school 
personnel; and (b) equal numbers of parents, or other community members selected by parents, 
and pupils.   At both the elementary and secondary levels, classroom teacher sshall comprise 
the majority of persons represented under category(a).   Existing schoolwide advisory groups or 
school support groups maybe utilized as the schoolsite council if those groups conform to this 
section.   The Superintendent of Public Instruction shall provide several examples of selection 
and replacement procedures that may be considered by schoolsite councils.   An employee of a 
school who is also a parent or guardian of apupil who attends a school other than the school of 
the parent's or guardian's employment, is not disqualified by virtue of this employment from 
serving as a parent representative on the schoolsite council established for the school that his 
or her child or ward attends. 
 
Outcome Rationale: We would like to reduce the number of school site council members from 
12 to six.  William Finch Charter School is the Glenn County Home Independent Study program, 
offering an alternative educationn option for K-12 students.  Glenn county students have the 
opportunity to participate in onsite and distance learning courses.  There are two school sites 
where stduetns meet with teachers every 2 weeks and students attend from all over the county.  
Glenn County is very rural and because students only meet with teachers every 2 weeks there 
is a disconnect between parents making school site council selection and participation difficult.  
It has been very hard to find parents that are willing to sit on the council. 
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Student Population: 123 
 
City Type: Rural 
 
Local Board Approval Date: 4/17/2013 
 
Council Reviewed By: LEA Planning Group 
Council Reviewed Date: 3/13/2013 
Council Objection: N 
Council Objection Explanation:  
 
Audit Penalty YN: N 
 
Categorical Program Monitoring: N 
 
Submitted by: Ms. April Hine 
Position: Special Projects Budget Lead 
E-mail: ahine@glenncoe.org 
Telephone: 530-934-6575 x3175 
Fax: 530-934-6576 
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California Department of Education  
WAIVER SUBMISSION - Specific 
 
CD Code: 0961879 Waiver Number: 29-6-2013  Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 6/28/2013 11:04:41 AM 
 
Local Education Agency: Gold Oak Union Elementary School District 
Address: 3171 Pleasant Valley Rd. 
Placerville, CA 95667 
 
Start: 8/15/2013  End: 5/31/2015 
 
Waiver Renewal: N 
Previous Waiver Number:   Previous SBE Approval Date:  
 
Waiver Topic: Schoolsite Council Statute 
Ed Code Title: Shared Schoolsite Council  
Ed Code Section: 52852 
Ed Code Authority: 52863 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: EC 52852 A school site council shall be established at [each] school 
which participates in school-based program coordination. The council shall be composed of the 
principal and representatives of: teachers selected by teachers at the school; other school 
personnel selected by other school personnel at the school; parents of pupils attending the 
school selected by such parents; and, in secondary schools, pupils selected by pupils attending 
the school. 
 
Outcome Rationale: For this waiver, Pleasant Valley Middle School and Gold Oak Elementary 
School are both in the Gold Oak Union School District. There is one administrator at each site. 
Pleasant Valley Middle School has six teachers and Gold Oak Elementary has thirteen 
teachers.  The student population is 134 and 304 respectively.  The district is located in a rural 
community in El Dorado County. The sites are 2.4 miles apart.  
 
Student Population: 438 
 
City Type: Rural 
 
Local Board Approval Date: 6/24/2013 
 
Council Reviewed By: Neade, Landon, Flagler, Zumwalt, Garlik, Vick, Murphy, Merker, 
MacKenzie 
Council Reviewed Date: 5/14/2013 
Council Objection: N 
Council Objection Explanation:  
 
Audit Penalty YN: N 
 
Categorical Program Monitoring: N 
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Submitted by: Ms. Shirleen MacKenzie 
Position: Principal 
E-mail: smackenzie@gousd.org 
Telephone: 530-626-3150 
Fax: 530-626-3150 
 
Bargaining Unit Date: 01/16/2013 
Name: CSEA - Chapter 722 
Representative: Debbie Green 
Title: President 
Position: Support 
Comments:  
 
 



8-6-2013 Golden Valley Unified School District 
Attachment 7 

Page 1 of 2 
 
 

Revised:  8/27/2013 3:45 PM 

California Department of Education  
WAIVER SUBMISSION - Specific 
 
CD Code: 2075580 Waiver Number: 8-6-2013  Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 6/17/2013 4:06:39 PM 
 
Local Education Agency: Golden Valley Unified School District  
Address: 37479 Avenue 12 
Madera, CA 93636 
 
Start: 7/1/2013  End: 6/30/2015 
 
Waiver Renewal: N 
Previous Waiver Number:  Previous SBE Approval Date:  
 
Waiver Topic: Schoolsite Council Statute 
Ed Code Title: Shared Schoolsite Council with Reduced Number and Composition  
Ed Code Section: 52852 
Ed Code Authority: 52863 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: A schoolsite council shall be established at [each] school which 
participates in school-based program coordination. The council shall be composed of the 
principal and representatives of: teachers selected by teachers at the school; other school 
personnel selected by other school personnel at the school; parents of pupils attending the 
school selected by such parents; and, in secondary schools, pupils selected by pupils attending 
the school. 
 
Outcome Rationale: The Educational Options program has five small alternative schools that 
are under the direction of one administrator.  Professional development and other 
commonalities are shared because of one administrator.  None of the schools are large enough 
to meet the requirements for a schoolsite council.  The SSC selection process will provide for 
representation of parents, staff and students of all of the schools.  The SSC would be made up 
of the following members:  one principal (who administers all schools), 2 teachers (selected by 
their peers) one other school representative, 2 parents (selected by their peers) and 2 students 
(selected by their peers).  Since these five school sites are so small, most of the teachers teach 
in several schools.  Parent involvement is low so having 2 parents on the council, while 
challenging, can be doable.  Every effort will be made to have representation from each site. 
 
Student Population: 92 
 
City Type: Rural 
 
Local Board Approval Date: 6/4/2013 
 
Council Reviewed By: Educational Options School Site Council 
Council Reviewed Date: 5/16/2013 
Council Objection: N 
Council Objection Explanation: 
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Audit Penalty YN: N 
 
Categorical Program Monitoring: N 
 
Submitted by: Ms. Diana Forshee 
Position: Coordinator of Special Programs 
E-mail: dforshee@gvusd.k12.ca.us 
Telephone: 559-645-7533 
Fax: 559-645-7144 
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California Department of Education  
WAIVER SUBMISSION - Specific 
 
CD Code: 1563545 Waiver Number: 26-6-2013  Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 6/27/2013 12:25:30 PM 
 
Local Education Agency: Kernville Union Elementary School District  
Address: 3240 Erskine Creek Rd. 
Lake Isabella, CA 93240 
 
Start: 8/19/2013  End: 5/30/2016 
 
Waiver Renewal: N 
Previous Waiver Number:   Previous SBE Approval Date:  
 
Waiver Topic: Schoolsite Council Statute 
Ed Code Title: Shared Schoolsite Council  
Ed Code Section: 52852 
Ed Code Authority: 52863 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: EC  52852 A schoolsite council shall be established at [each] school 
which participates in school-based program coordination. The council shall be composed of the 
principal and representatives of:  teachers selected by teachers at the school; other school 
personnel selected by other school personnel at the school; parents of pupils attending the 
school selected by such parents; and, in secondary schools, pupils selected by pupils attending 
the school. 
 
Outcome Rationale: Rio Vista Community Day School (RVCDS), grades 5-8, with an enrollment 
of 12 students and Woodrow Wallace Middle School (WMS), grades 5-8  with an enrollment of 
325 students, share a principal, vice-principal, office support, and school site.  RVCDS has 1 
teacher and WMS has 12 teachers.  The schools also share a common curriculum, special 
education services, psychologist, MOT and Professional Learning Communities.    These are 
the only two middle schools in the small Kernville Union School District and meet the criteria of 
a Schoolsite Council waiver through their shared services of curriculum, administration, and 
close proximity.  A shared Schoolsite Council will meet the best interests of both schools, 
because of the size and fluctuating enrollment of RVCDS due to students moving between the 
schools as need dictates. 
 
Student Population: 12 
 
City Type: Rural 
 
Local Board Approval Date: 6/26/2013 
 
Council Reviewed By: Woodrow Wallace Middle and Rio Vista Community Day School's Site 
Councils 
Council Reviewed Date: 4/9/2013 
Council Objection: N 
Council Objection Explanation:  
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Audit Penalty YN: N 
 
Categorical Program Monitoring: N 
 
Submitted by: Ms. Robin Shive 
Position: Superintendent 
E-mail: rshive@kernvilleusd.org 
Telephone: 760-379-3651 x400 
Fax: 760-379-5953 
 
Bargaining Unit Date: 06/24/2013 
Name: Kernville Union State Teacher's Association 
Representative: Steven Brucker 
Title: President 
Position: Support 
Comments:  
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California Department of Education  
WAIVER SUBMISSION - Specific 
 
CD Code: 2010207 Waiver Number: 17-5-2013  Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 5/21/2013 10:43:44 AM 
 
Local Education Agency: Madera County Office of Education 
Address: 1105 South Madera Ave. 
Madera, CA 93637 
 
Start: 5/1/2013  End: 5/1/2015 
 
Waiver Renewal: Y 
Previous Waiver Number: 32-5-2011  Previous SBE Approval Date: 
7/14/2011 
 
Waiver Topic: Schoolsite Council Statute 
Ed Code Title: Shared Schoolsite Council with Reduced Number and Composition  
Ed Code Section: 52852 
Ed Code Authority: 52863 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: EC 52852  A schoolsite council shall be established at [each school 
which participates in a school-based program coordination].  The council shall be composed of 
the principal and representatitives of: [teachers selected by teachers at the school; Other school 
personnel selected by other school personnel at the school; parents of pupils attending the 
school selected by other parents of students at the school; students of the school selected by 
other students of the school]. 
 
Outcome Rationale: The Madera County Office of Education (MCOE) operates student 
programs for high risk youth attending community day school or court school.  Student 
enrollment fluctuates daily, and it is difficult to maintain parent support.  Schools are small and 
have few staff members.  MCOE requests to continue the current SSC configuration.  Eight 
sites are represented by three SSCs (two schools in Chowchilla, two charter schools, and court 
and community schools in Madera).  Each site has a different SSC composition:Chowchilla 
(Challenger Community Day School & Discovery Secondary)--principal, one teacher from each 
site (2), 3 parents or community members; Madera (Apollo Elementary, Enterprise Intermediate, 
Enterprise Secondary, Endeavor Secondary, and Voyager Secondary)--1 principal, two 
teachers, one other school employee and four parents/community members; Charter Schools 
(Madera County Independent Academy and Pioneer Technical Center)--principal, two teachers 
(one from each school), three parents or community members, and one student. 
 
Student Population: 631 
 
City Type: Small 
 
Local Board Approval Date: 5/14/2013 
 
Council Reviewed By: SSCs in Chowchilla, Madera, and Charters 
Council Reviewed Date: 3/26/2013 
Council Objection: N
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Council Objection Explanation:  
 
Audit Penalty YN: N 
 
Categorical Program Monitoring: N 
 
Submitted by: Ms. Tracey McCully 
Position: Program Director 
E-mail: tmccully@maderacoe.ca 
Telephone: 559-662-3872 
Fax: 559-661-3551 
 
Bargaining Unit Date: 05/06/2013 
Name: Madera COE CTA 
Representative: Camille Edmonds 
Title: MCOE CTA President 
Position: Support 
Comments:  
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California Department of Education  
WAIVER SUBMISSION - Specific 
 
CD Code: 2110215 Waiver Number: 24-5-2013  Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 5/23/2013 10:04:39 AM 
 
Local Education Agency: Marin County Office of Education 
Address: 1111 Las Gallinas Ave. 
San Rafael, CA 94913 
 
Start: 5/22/2013  End: 5/23/2015 
 
Waiver Renewal: N 
Previous Waiver Number:   Previous SBE Approval Date:  
 
Waiver Topic: Schoolsite Council Statute 
Ed Code Title: Shared Schoolsite Council with Reduced Number and Composition  
Ed Code Section: 52852 
Ed Code Authority: 52863 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: A school-site council will be established at [each school] which 
participates in school-based program coordination.  The secondary school-site council shall be 
composed of [1 prinicipal, 3 teachers and 2 other school employees (6 total) and 3 parents or 
other community members as well as 3 students (6 total)] 
 
Outcome Rationale: We operate alternative education programs that are small in size.  They 
operate with common site adminstration, curriculum and continuous shared services. Students 
have the potential to move through all three progrfams as indicated by their unique needs. 
 
Student Population: 45 
 
City Type: Suburban 
 
Local Board Approval Date: 5/14/2013 
 
Council Reviewed By: Marin County Board of Education 
Council Reviewed Date: 5/14/2013 
Council Objection: N 
Council Objection Explanation:  
 
Audit Penalty YN: N 
 
Categorical Program Monitoring: Y 
 
Submitted by: Ms. Raquel Rose 
Position: Assistant Superintendent 
E-mail: rrose@marin.k12.ca.us 
Telephone: 415-499-5870 
Fax: 
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Bargaining Unit Date: 05/17/2013 
Name: Marin County Educator’s Association 
Representative: Thomas Laughlin 
Title: President 
Position: Support 
Comments:  
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California Department of Education  
WAIVER SUBMISSION - Specific 
 
CD Code: 3166894 Waiver Number: 12-6-2013  Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 6/18/2013 3:13:29 PM 
 
Local Education Agency: Placer Union High School District  
Address: 13000 New Airport Rd. 
Auburn, CA 95603 
 
Start: 10/1/2013  End: 10/1/2015 
 
Waiver Renewal: Y 
Previous Waiver Number: 17-3-2012-W-20  Previous SBE Approval Date: 
7/19/2012 
 
Waiver Topic: Schoolsite Council Statute 
Ed Code Title: Number and Composition of Members  
Ed Code Section: 52852 
Ed Code Authority: 52863 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: Pursuant to Education Code Section 52852, the Placer Union High 
School District is respectfully requesting a reduced composition in members for a small, rural 
school.  Statute requires 12 members for a high school site council and 10 members for 
elementary school site council.  Pursuant to Education Code Section 52863, any governing 
board, on behalf of a school site, may request the State Board of Education to grant a waiver of 
any provision of this article.  The State Board of Education may grant a request when it finds 
that the failure to do so would hinder the implementation or maintenance of a successful school-
based coordinated program.  (Effective for 2 years only, may be renewed).   
 
Outcome Rationale: The Placer Union High School District Board of Trustees, on behalf of the 
Foresthill High Schoolsite Council, is requesting a waiver renewed for the reduction of the 
composition of the School Site Council from 12 to 10 members.  The reduction in the 
composition does not change the parity in the Council.  The composition of the Foresthill High 
School Site Council, to ensure parity between members, will include:  three (3) classroom 
teachers/certificated, one (1) principal, one (1) other staff member, three (3) parent/guardians, 
and two (2) students (one from grade 11 and one from grade 12). 
 
Student Population: 232 
 
City Type: Rural 
 
Local Board Approval Date: 6/4/2013 
 
Council Reviewed By: Foresthill High School Site Council 
Council Reviewed Date: 5/15/2013 
Council Objection: N 
Council Objection Explanation:  
 
Audit Penalty YN: N
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Categorical Program Monitoring: N 
 
Submitted by: Ms. Lisa Burlison 
Position: Executive Assistant to the Superintendent 
E-mail: lburlison@puhsd.k12.ca.us 
Telephone: 530-886-4405 
Fax:  
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California Department of Education  
WAIVER SUBMISSION - Specific 
 
CD Code: 3210322 Waiver Number: 10-6-2013  Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 6/18/2013 7:40:49 AM 
 
Local Education Agency: Plumas County Office of Education 
Address: 50 Church St., Ste. B 
Quincy, CA 95971 
 
Start: 7/1/2013  End: 6/30/2015 
 
Waiver Renewal: N 
Previous Waiver Number:   Previous SBE Approval Date:  
 
Waiver Topic: Schoolsite Council Statute 
Ed Code Title: Shared Schoolsite Council  
Ed Code Section: 52852 
Ed Code Authority: 52863 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: EC  52852 A schoolsite council shall be established [at each school 
which participates in school-based program coordination.] The council shall be composed of the 
principal and representatives of:  teachers selected by teachers [at the school]; other school 
personnel selected by other school personnel [at the school]; parents of pupils [attending the 
school] selected by such parents; and, in secondary schools, pupils selected by pupils 
[attending the school]. 
 
Outcome Rationale: See Attachment 
 
Student Population: 65 
 
City Type: Rural 
 
Local Board Approval Date: 6/11/2013 
 
Council Reviewed By: Portola Opportunity School Site Council 
Council Reviewed Date: 6/7/2013 
Council Objection: N 
Council Objection Explanation:  
 
Audit Penalty YN: N 
 
Categorical Program Monitoring: N 
 
Submitted by: Mr. Bruce Williams 
Position: Assistant Superintendent 
E-mail: bwilliams@pcoe.k12.ca.us 
Telephone: 530-283-6500 x336 
Fax: 530-283-6509
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Bargaining Unit Date: 05/31/2013 
Name: Plumas County Teachers' Association 
Representative: Ron Logan 
Title: Chapter President 
Position: Support 
Comments:  
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SPECIFIC WAIVER REQUEST -   SHARED SCHOOL SITE COUNCIL 
 
ATTACHMENT:  Circumstances and desired outcome/rationale.  
 
Approval of this waiver request will allow Plumas County Office of Education and Plumas 
Unified School District and to operate a single school site council to represent and serve 
all alternative education sites in the county.   
  
Plumas County Office of Education (PCOE) operates two Opportunity Schools, Portola 
Opportunity School (Kdg – 6th grades), and Plumas County Opportunity School (7th – 9th grades).  
Each of these schools has four campuses, serving the four communities of Plumas County.  
PCOE also operates Plumas County Community School (7th – 12th     grades), which is located in 
the community of Quincy. 
 
Plumas Unified School District (PUSD) is a rural district comprised of four geographically 
isolated population centers.  PUSD operates two continuation high schools, Almanor High 
School and Jim Beckwourth High School.  Both schools have two campuses, for a total of four 
campuses, serving the four communities of Plumas County.  
 
This waiver, and the associated waiver request filed for Plumas County Office of Education, will 
permit all alternative education programs operating in the public schools of Plumas County to 
operate a single school site council. 
 
• All schools are administered by a single administrator, the Director of Alternative Education.   
 
• All schools have low enrollments (numbers below reflect enrollments as of the date of this 

waiver request: 
 

Almanor High School    7  
  
Beckwourth High School   15 
Portola Opportunity (Kdg – 6th)  25 
Plumas County Opportunity (7th – 9th) 11 
Plumas County Community (7th – 12th)   6 

 
 We believe that the establishment of a single School Site Council will streamline site 
operations, reduce distractive duplicated efforts, and allow consolidated planning.  Ensuring a 
synergic effort to provide effective standard based instruction, program evaluation, parent 
engagement and development activities, and school-to-home communication resulting in 
greater opportunities to increase student achievement. 
 
 We propose to establish a single School Site Council, managed with by-laws and 
procedures that will ensure a parity of representation with the membership composition required 
by the California Education Code.   
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California Department of Education  
WAIVER SUBMISSION - Specific 
 
CD Code: 5672561 Waiver Number: 16-6-2013  Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 6/21/2013 2:56:51 PM 
 
Local Education Agency: Rio Elementary School District  
Address: 2500 East Vineyard Ave. 
Oxnard, CA 93036 
 
Start: 9/1/2012  End: 6/21/2013 
 
Waiver Renewal: N 
Previous Waiver Number:   Previous SBE Approval Date:  
 
Waiver Topic: Schoolsite Council Statute 
Ed Code Title: Number and Composition of Members  
Ed Code Section: 52852 
Ed Code Authority: 52863 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: ED 52852 
Requesting reduced composition in members.  (Statute requires 12 members for a secondary 
schoolsite council and 10 members for elementary schoolsite council) 
 
Outcome Rationale: The desired outcome is for the district to be in compliance, and have a 
workable Schoolsite Council.  The waiver is necessary due to the initial twelve members of the 
Schoolsite Council were reduced by two parent members in the beginning of the school year.  
The reason for the decrease in parent membership was due to families moving out of state.  
The remaining Schoolsite Council members discussed the reduced membership and 
composition.  This waiver has the approval of the Site Council.   
 
Request that the composition of the Schoolsite Council be 1 administrator, 1 classified 
employee, 2 teachers, and 4 parents or community members.  Total number to be 8. 
 
Student Population: 736 
 
City Type: Rural 
 
Local Board Approval Date: 6/19/2013 
 
Council Reviewed By: Brasilia Perez, Janelle Jester, Judy Kaneshiro, Hernan Martinez, and 
April McCarthy 
Council Reviewed Date: 5/14/2013 
Council Objection: N 
Council Objection Explanation:  
 
Audit Penalty YN: N 
 
Categorical Program Monitoring: N 
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Submitted by: Mr. Jeff  Turner 
Position: Assistant Superintendent 
E-mail: jturner@rioschools.org 
Telephone: 805-485-3111 x6605 
Fax:  
 
Bargaining Unit Date: 05/14/2013 
Name: Rio Teacher's Association 
Representative: Jessica Serrano 
Title: RTA Site Representative 
Position: Support 
Comments:  
 
 



26-5-2013 Woodland Joint Unified School District 
Attachment 14 

Page 1 of 2 
 
 

Revised:  8/27/2013 3:45 PM 

California Department of Education  
WAIVER SUBMISSION - Specific 
 
CD Code: 5772710 Waiver Number: 26-5-2013  Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 5/24/2013 8:39:51 AM 
 
Local Education Agency: Woodland Joint Unified School District  
Address: 435 Sixth St. 
Woodland, CA 95695 
 
Start: 7/1/2013  End: 6/30/2015 
 
Waiver Renewal: Y 
Previous Waiver Number: 4-7-2012  Previous SBE Approval Date: 
11/8/2012 
 
Waiver Topic: Schoolsite Council Statute 
Ed Code Title: Number and Composition of Members  
Ed Code Section: 52852 
Ed Code Authority: 52863 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: EC  52852 A schoolsite council shall be established at each school 
which participates in school-based program coordination. The council shall be composed of the 
principal and representatives of:  teachers selected by teachers at the school; other school 
personnel selected by other school personnel at the school; parents of pupils attending the 
school selected by such parents; and, in secondary schools, pupils selected by pupils attending 
the school. [Waiving the composition of 12 members to having 8 members] 
 
Outcome Rationale: We are requesting approval for Cache Creek Continuation High School’s, 
School Site Council to be approved for a composition of 8 members verses 12 members.  The 
required  50:50 ratio of Staff to Community/Students will be observed. 
 
The first rationale for the request is that the school community is made up of students from all 
over our rural district, yet the school is physically located 6 to 10 miles north of town just off 
Interstate 5 (actual miles depends on the student’s address). The school’s location also 
prevents the opportunity for a shared School Site Council. The second rationale for requesting a 
smaller composition is the size of the school: one principal, 10 teachers and 130 to 150 students 
(Enrollment fluctuates as students graduate or return to the comprehensive high school). The 
final rationale is the fact that student enrollment does fluctuate throughout the year causing 
parental qualification for School Site Council difficult and inconsistent. 
 
The desire to maintain consistent participation is very important in building a comprehensive 
data driven educational program. Maintaining a quorum of a smaller School Site Council will 
facilitate our local operations as it will aid in streamlining data analyzes, program development 
and budget approvals  to within one meeting verses having to reschedule due to lack of a 
quorum, consistent attendance hinders program development and utilizing funding in a timely 
manner.  
 
All parents will continue to be informed of all meetings, site programs, student achievement and 
site funding regardless if they are officially on the School Site Council.
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Student Population: 150 
 
City Type: Rural 
 
Local Board Approval Date: 5/23/2013 
 
Council Reviewed By: Cache Creek School Site Council 
Council Reviewed Date: 3/27/2013 
Council Objection: N 
Council Objection Explanation:  
 
Audit Penalty YN: N 
 
Categorical Program Monitoring: N 
 
Submitted by: Dr. Denise Parnell 
Position: Director of Categorical Programs 
E-mail: denise.parnell@wjusd.org 
Telephone: 530-406-3255 
Fax:  
 
Bargaining Unit Date: 03/26/2013 
Name: California School Employee Associatin 
Representative: Elizabeth Reiff 
Title: President 
Position: Support 
Comments:  
 
Bargaining Unit Date: 03/26/2013 
Name: Woodland Education Association 
Representative: Karen Taylor 
Title: negotiator 
Position: Support 
Comments:  
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California Department of Education  
WAIVER SUBMISSION - Specific 
 
CD Code: 5772710 Waiver Number: 27-5-2013  Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 5/24/2013 8:52:32 AM 
 
Local Education Agency: Woodland Joint Unified School District  
Address: 435 Sixth St. 
Woodland, CA 95695 
 
Start: 7/1/2013  End: 6/30/2015 
 
Waiver Renewal: N 
Previous Waiver Number:   Previous SBE Approval Date:  
 
Waiver Topic: Schoolsite Council Statute 
Ed Code Title: Shared Schoolsite Council  
Ed Code Section: 52852 
Ed Code Authority: 52863 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: 52852.  [A schoolsite council shall be established at each 
schoolwhich participates in school-based program coordination.] The council shall be composed 
of the principal and representatives of: teachers selected by teachers at the school; other school 
personnel selected by other school personnel at the school; parents of pupils attending the 
school selected by such parents; and, in secondary schools, pupils selected by pupils attending 
the school. 
 
   At the elementary level the council shall be constituted to ensure parity between (a) the 
principal, classroom teachers and other school personnel; and (b) parents or other community 
members selected 
by parents. 
 
Outcome Rationale: The Woodland Joint unified School District's Community Day School is 
located on the Dingle Elementary School campus and provides an alternative education 
program.  The enrollment is very small, 5 to 10 students, and its enrollment fluctuate   through 
the year as students gain the desired skills and go back to their home school. Both school 
communities feel it is in the best interest of the students and staff to have a shared School Site 
Council with Dingle Elementary School. The shared council will provide a savings in time and 
resources. All parents will continue to be informed of all meetings, site programs, student 
achievement and site funding regardless if they are officially on the School Site Council and 
both schools will continue to have their own Single Plan for Student Achievement. 
 
Student Population: 10 
 
City Type: Rural 
 
Local Board Approval Date: 5/23/2013 
 
Council Reviewed By: Dingle School Site Council
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Council Reviewed Date: 5/15/2013 
Council Objection: N 
Council Objection Explanation:  
 
Audit Penalty YN: N 
 
Categorical Program Monitoring: N 
 
Submitted by: Dr. Denise Parnell 
Position: Director of Categorical Programs 
E-mail: denise.parnell@wjusd.org 
Telephone: 530-406-3255 
Fax:  
 
Bargaining Unit Date: 03/26/2013 
Name: California School Employee Association 
Representative: Elizabeth Reiff 
Title: President 
Position: Support 
Comments:  
 
Bargaining Unit Date: 03/26/2013 
Name: Woodland Education Association 
Representative: Karen Taylor 
Title: Negotiator 
Position: Support 
Comments:  
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California Department of Education 
Executive Office 
SBE-005 General (REV. 08/2011) ITEM #W-03 
  

CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION 
 

SEPTEMBER 2013 AGENDA 
 

 General Waiver 
SUBJECT 
 

Request by three local educational agencies to waive California Code of 
Regulations, Title 5, Section 3051.16(b)(3), the requirement that 
educational interpreters for deaf and hard of hearing pupils meet minimum 
qualifications as of July 1, 2009, to allow three educational interpreters to 
continue to provide services to students until June 30, 2014, under a 
remediation plan to complete those minimum qualifications. 
 
Waiver Numbers: Clovis Unified School District 4-5-2013 
                             Hemet Unified School District 2-5-2013 

       Shasta County Office of Education 13-5-2013 
 

 
 Action 

 
 

 
Consent 
 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 

  Approval    Approval with conditions    Denial 
  
The California Department of Education (CDE) recommends approval of the waiver 
requests for these three interpreters, with the individual conditions noted in the attached 
spreadsheet. 
 
SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND ACTION 
 
In 2002, the State Board of Education (SBE) approved regulations that required 
educational interpreters to be certified by the national Registry of Interpreters for the 
Deaf (RID), or equivalent, by January 1, 2007. As of July 1, 2009, they have been 
required to be certified by the national RID, or equivalent, or to have achieved a score of 
4.0 on specified assessments. 
 
SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES 
 
The Individuals with Disabilities Education Improvement Act of 2004 (IDEIA 2004) 
requires that interpreters for pupils who are deaf or hard of hearing meet state-approved 
or state-recognized certification, licensing, registration, or other comparable 
requirements as defined in Title 34 of the Code of Federal Regulations, Section 
300.156(b)(1). 
 
To meet this federal requirement, the California Code of Regulations, Title 5 (5 CCR), 
Section 3051.16(b)(3), require the following: 
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By July 1, 2009, and thereafter, an educational interpreter shall be certified by 
the national Registry of Interpreters for the Deaf (RID) or equivalent. In lieu of 
RID certification or equivalent, an educational interpreter must have achieved a 
score of 4.0 or above on the Educational Interpreter Performance Assessment 
(EIPA), the Educational Sign Skills Evaluation-Interpreter/Receptive (ESSE-I/R), 
or the National Association of the Deaf/American Consortium of Certified 
Interpreters (NAD/ACCI) assessment. If providing Cued Language transliteration, 
a transliterator shall possess Testing/Evaluation and Certification Unit (TECUnit) 
certification, or have achieved a score of 4.0 or above on the EIPA – Cued 
Speech. 
 

Because this is a general waiver, if the SBE decides to deny the waiver, it must cite one 
of the seven reasons in the California Education Code (EC) 33051(a) available at 
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=edc&group=33001-
34000&file=33050-33053. 
 
In November 2009, the SBE approved a policy regarding educational interpreter waiver 
requests. That policy is on the CDE Web site at 
http://www.cde.ca.gov/re/lr/wr/documents/interpreter_000.doc. 
 
Authority for Waiver: EC Section 33050 
 
FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE) 
 
There is no statewide fiscal impact of waiver approval. 
 
ATTACHMENT(S) 
 
Attachment 1: List of Waivers, Numbers, Interpreters, SBE Streamlined Waiver Policy, 

Period of Request, Local Board Approval, Date of Public Hearing, and New 
or Renewal(1 page)   

 
Attachment 2: List of Waiver Numbers, Districts, Collective Bargaining Unit Information, 

Public Hearing Requirement, and Advisory Committee Information  
(1 page)  

 
Attachment 3: List of Waiver Numbers, Districts, and Information Regarding Each 

Waiver (1 page) 
 
Attachment 4: September 2013 Educational Interpreter Conditions (1 page)  
 
Attachment 5: Clovis Unified School District General Waiver Request 4-5-2013  

(4 pages) (Original waiver request is signed and on file in the Waiver 
Office.) 

 
Attachment 6: Hemet Unified School District General Waiver Request 2-5-2013  

(4 pages) (Original waiver request is signed and on file in the Waiver 
Office.) 

http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=edc&group=33001-34000&file=33050-33053
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=edc&group=33001-34000&file=33050-33053
http://www.cde.ca.gov/re/lr/wr/documents/interpreter_000.doc
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Attachment 7: Shasta County Office of Education General Waiver Request 13-5-2013  

(3 pages) (Original waiver request is signed and on file in the Waiver 
Office.) 

   
 



Attachment 1 
Page 1 of 1 

 

8/27/2013 3:45 PM 

List of Waivers, Numbers, Interpreters, SBE Streamlined Waiver Policy, Period of Request, Local Board Approval 
Date of Public Hearing, and New or Renewal 

Waiver 
Number 

LEA Interpreter SBE 
Stream- 

lined 
Waiver 
Policy 

Period of Request Local Board 
Approval Date 

Date of Public 
Hearing 

 

New or 
Renewal 

4-5-2013 Clovis 
Unified 
School 
District 

Morgan 
Watkins 

Yes Period of Request: 
July 1, 2013, to June 30, 2014 

(from LEA) 
 

Period Recommended: 
July 1, 2013, to June 30, 2014 

 (from CDE) 

April 10, 2013 April 10, 2013 New 

2-5-2013 Hemet 
Unified 
School 
District 

Ginger 
Stewart 

No Period of Request: 
July 1, 2013, to June 30, 2014 

 (from LEA) 
 

Period Recommended: 
July 2, 2013, to June 30, 2014 

 (from CDE) 

April 9, 2013 April 9, 2013 Renewal 

13-5-2013 Shasta 
County 
Office of 
Education 

Brian 
Martin 

No Period of Request: 
July 1, 2013, to June 30, 2014 

 (from LEA) 
 

Period Recommended: 
July 2, 2013, to June 30, 2014 

 (from CDE) 

December 12, 
2012 

December 12, 
2012 

Renewal 
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List of Waiver Numbers, Districts, Collective Bargaining Unit Information, Public Hearing Requirement  
and Advisory Committee Information 

 
Waiver 
Number 

LEA Date 
Bargaining 

Unit 
Consulted 

Name of 
Bargaining Unit 

and 
Representative 

Bargaining 
Unit 

Position 

Public  
Hearing 

Requirement 
 

Advisory 
Committee 
Consulted 

Date 
Committee 
Reviewed 
Request 

Were there 
any 

objections? 

4-5-2013 Clovis 
Unified 
School 
District 

 Not 
represented 

 Board 
Agenda 

Deaf and 
Hard of 
Hearing 
Advisory 

Committee 

March 8, 2013 No 

2-5-2013 Hemet 
Unified 
School 
District 

March 19, 
2013 

California School 
Employees 
Association, 
Chapter 1 

 
Jackie Winton, 

President 

Support Notice 
posted at 

each school 
and at three 
public places 
in the district 

District 
Advisory 

Committee 
 
 

March 14, 2013 
 
 

No 

13-5-2013 Shasta 
County 
Office of 
Education 

December 4, 
2012 

California School 
Employees 
Association, 
Chapter 642 

 
Daniel Coyne, 

President 

Support Notice in the 
local 

newspaper 

Community 
Advisory 

Committee 

November 13, 
2012 

No 
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List of Waiver Numbers, Districts, and Information Regarding Each Waiver 
 

Waiver 
Number 

LEA Interpreter Name, Date, and Score of Most Recent 
Evaluation 

Name, Dates, and Scores of 
Previous Evaluations 

Date of Hire 

4-5-2013 Clovis 
Unified 
School 
District 

Morgan 
Watkins 

EIPA 
November 3, 2012 

3.6 (72%) 

N/A March 15, 2013 
 
 

2-5-2013 Hemet 
Unified 
School 
District 

Ginger 
Stewart 

EIPA 
October 12, 2012 

3.6 (72%) 
It is not uncommon for scores to drop 
slightly the second time an interpreter 

takes the assessment. We are aware that 
Ms. Stewart’s scores did not increase but 

are recommending approval this one 
time. 

 

EIPA 
July 9, 2011 
3.7 (74%) 

 
NAD 
1992 

Level 3 

March 14, 2012 
 

13-5-2013 Shasta 
County 

Office of 
Education 

Brian Martin EIPA 
October 3, 2012 

3.4 (68%) 

EIPA 
March 10, 2012 

3.3 (66%) 
 

EIPA Pre-Hire Screen 
January 21, 2012 

“OK to Hire” 

March 16, 2012 
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September 2013 Educational Interpreter Conditions 

 
Waiver 
Number 

LEA Interpreter Conditions 

4-5-2013 Clovis Unified 
School District 

Morgan Watkins 1. The Clovis Unified School District must provide Ms. Watkins with 
weekly one-on-one mentorship, based on an individualized 
professional development plan, by a qualified interpreter.  
 

2. By June 2014, the Clovis Unified School District must provide CDE 
with new assessment scores for Ms. Watkins.  

 
2-5-2013 Hemet Unified 

School District 
Ginger Stewart 1. The Hemet Unified School District must provide Ms. Stewart with 

weekly one-on-one mentorship, based on an individualized 
professional development plan, by a qualified interpreter.  
 

2. By June 2014, the Hemet Unified School District must provide CDE 
with new assessment scores for Ms. Stewart. 
  

13-5-2013 Shasta County 
Office of 
Education 

Brian Martin 1. The Shasta County Office of Education must provide Mr. Martin with 
weekly one-on-one mentorship, based on an individualized 
professional development plan, by a qualified interpreter.  
 

2. By June 2014, the Shasta County Office of Education must provide 
CDE with new assessment scores for Mr. Martin.  
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California Department of Education 
WAIVER SUBMISSION - General 
 
CD Code: 1062117 Waiver Number: 4-5-2013  Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 5/7/2013 4:07:30 PM 
 
Local Education Agency: Clovis Unified School District  
Address: 1450 Herndon Ave. 
Clovis, CA 93611 
 
Start: 7/1/2013  End: 6/30/2014 
 
Waiver Renewal: N 
Previous Waiver Number:   Previous SBE Approval Date:  
 
Waiver Topic: Special Education Program 
Ed Code Title: Educational Interpreter for Deaf and Hard of Hearing  
Ed Code Section: CCR, Title 5, Section 3051.16(b)(3) 
Ed Code Authority: 33050 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: (b) Certification requirements for educational interpreters for deaf 
and hard of hearing pupils. 
[(3) By July 1, 2009, and thereafter, an educational interpreter shall be certified by the national 
RID, or equivalent; in lieu of RID certification or equivalent, an educational interpreter must have 
achieved a score of 4.0 or above on the EIPA, the ESSE-I/R, or the NAD/ACCI assessment. If 
providing Cued Language transliteration, a transliterator shall possess TECUnit certification, or 
have achieved a score of 4.0 or above on the EIPA - Cued Speech.] 
 
Outcome Rationale: By July 1, 2009, due to the Title 5 Education Regulations-3051.16 and 
3065 (qualification standards for educational interpreters of deaf and hard of hearing students).  
Educational interpreters for deaf and hard of hearing pupils must be certified by the Registry of 
Interpreters of the Deaf (RID) or must have achieved a score of 4.0 on the appropriate 
assessment.  Interpreter, Morgan Watkins, is working toward meeting the necessary 
qualification for certification by the RID.  Individual training plans, along with an outlined support 
plan, have been debeloped to ensure that the interpreters will meet State and Federal 
requirements within one year as required under the terms of the waiver. 
 
Student Population: 40000 
 
City Type: Urban 
 
Public Hearing Date: 4/10/2013 
Public Hearing Advertised: Board Agenda 
 
Local Board Approval Date: 4/10/2013 
 
Committee/Council Reviewed By: D/HH Advisory Committee 
Committee/Council Reviewed Date: 3/8/2013 
Committee/Council Objection: N 
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Committee/Council Objection Explanation:  
 
Audit Penalty YN: N 
 
Categorical Program Monitoring: N 
 
Submitted by: Ms. Shannon Greene 
Position: Assistant Director of Special Education 
E-mail: shannongreene@cusd.com 
Telephone: 559-327-9409 
Fax: 559-327-9429 
 
Bargaining Unit Date: District does not have Bargaining Unit. Confirmed by phone 5/13/13 with 
S. Greene. 
Name:  
Representative:  
Title:  
Position:  
Comments:  
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Clovis Unified School District 

Remediation Plan for Educational Interpreters  
(2013-2014) 

A. Purpose:   
 
To provide CUSD educational interpreters the resources and guidance needed to promote skill 
development and provide quality learning opportunities for the purpose of meeting the 
qualifications for testing as required by the California Department of Education. 

B. Goals for the Professional Development Plan: 
 

1. Develop the skills necessary to meet testing requirements. 
2. Strengthen the support system among colleagues that will promote teamwork and 

effective peer mentoring. 
3. Understand one’s own strengths and weaknesses within the interpreting work. 
4. Provide a framework that will encourage reflective analysis and self-assessment of the 

work of interpreting. 
5. Promote self-confidence resulting in effective interpreting and successful testing 

experiences. 

C. Goals for Individual Mentoring 
 
 1.    Review and understand feedback provided from previous testing results. 

2.    Provide opportunities to receive direct feedback regarding interpreting work during 
actual classroom interpreting.  

3.    Identify root causes and patterns of errors in interpreting work. 
4.    Develop individualized skill enhancement activities. 
5.  Set personal goals for specific areas of focus throughout the year. 

 

D. Goals for Peer Mentoring 
 

1. Develop the skills to become effective peer mentors. 
2. Learn how to discuss the work of interpreting in collegial manner. 
3. Learn how to provide meaningful feedback. 
4. Develop a support system among colleagues. 
5. Provide accountability.  

E. The Professional Development Plan: 
 

Educational interpreters will meet with the lead mentor one on one and/or in small groups, a 
minimum of two times per month from September until May.  Utilizing a combination of 
traditional mentoring, peer mentoring, and topic specific workshops, the mentor will guide 
the interpreters in assessing areas of their work that need improvement.  The process will 
begin by first reviewing and understanding feedback from previous testing results.  
Mentoring will include identifying patterns and exploring root causes and then developing 
appropriate strategies and skill building activities for improving interpreting performance.  In 
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addition, during some sessions, workshops may be presented by professionals in the field 
on relevant topics. 
 
Sessions with the lead mentor will include the following activities: 

1. Dialoging and reflecting on recent interpreting experiences. 
2. Learning keys, techniques, and tools for successful self-analysis of interpreting 

work. 
3. Post conferencing with interpreters regarding their daily interpreting work. 
4. Hands on interpreting practice and analysis of their own interpreting work in 

breakout groups with other participants and, as available, other certified 
interpreters. 

5. Development of terminology and vocabulary needed for classroom curriculum. 
6. Participants will be encouraged to regularly video record samples of their 

interpreting work for the purpose of self-assessment. 
7. Participants will also be encouraged to keep a journal about their daily 

interpreting work and class setting and about their mentoring experience.  

D. Tentative schedule 
1. Sessions will be held on Tuesdays from 4:30 – 6:00 PM on the following dates.* 

 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

*Dates are subject to change and another meeting will be scheduled in place of the original 
date. 

E.  Mentor 
1.   Lauren Lara, BA, Ed:K-12: Clovis Unified School District Staff Interpreter  

 
 
 
I am committed to attending all of the above sessions and conferences. . I understand that I 
may not be employed as an educational interpreter with CUSD unless I am able to attain 
a certification requirement of a level 4. 
 
_______________________________  ___________________________ 
Interpreter Signature     Mentor 
Signature 
 
Date___________________________ 

September 4, 2013 January 22, 2014 
September 18, 2013 February 5, 2014 
October 2, 2013 February 19, 2014 
October 16, 2013 March 5, 2014 
October 30, 2013 March 19, 2014 
November 13, 2013 April 9, 2014 
November 20, 2013 April 23, 2014 
December 11, 2013 May 7, 2014 
January 8, 2014 May 21, 2014 
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California Department of Education 
WAIVER SUBMISSION - General 
 
CD Code: 3367082 Waiver Number: 2-5-2013  Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 5/7/2013 9:12:35 AM 
 
Local Education Agency: Hemet Unified School District  
Address: 1791 West Acacia Ave. 
Hemet, CA 92545 
 
Start: 7/1/2013  End: 6/30/2014 
 
Waiver Renewal: Y 
Previous Waiver Number: 15-4-2012-W-07          Previous SBE Approval Date: 7/18/2012 
 
Waiver Topic: Special Education Program 
Ed Code Title: Educational Interpreter for Deaf and Hard of Hearing  
Ed Code Section: CCR, Title 5, Section 3051.16(b)(3) 
Ed Code Authority: 33050 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: Request by Hemet Unified School District to waive California Code 
of Regulations, Title 5, section 3051.16(b)(3), the requirement that educational interpreters for 
deaf and hard of hearing pupils meet minimum qualifications as of July 1, 2009, to allow Ginger 
Stewart to continue to provide services to students until June 30, 2014, under a remediationa 
plan to complete those minimum qualifications. 
 
Outcome Rationale: The Hemet Unified School District has found it difficult to hire a qualified 
Sign Language Interpreter that meets the State's minimal requirements. Hemet USD is located 
in a somewhat rural area. Hemet USD has been successful in supporting Ginger Stewart during 
the past school year by providing a remediation plan and mentorship by a qualified Interpreter. 
 
Student Population: 21870 
 
City Type: Rural 
 
Public Hearing Date: 4/9/2013 
Public Hearing Advertised: Notice posted at each school and at three public places in the 
District  
 
Local Board Approval Date: 4/9/2013 
 
Committee/Council Reviewed By: District Advisory Committee (DAC) 
Committee/Council Reviewed Date: 3/14/2013 
Committee/Council Objection: N 
Committee/Council Objection Explanation:  
 
Audit Penalty YN: N 
 
Categorical Program Monitoring: N 
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Submitted by: Ms. Janet Mendoza 
Position: Coordinator Special Education 
E-mail: jmendoza@hemetusd.k12.ca.us 
Telephone: 951-765-5100 x4020 
Fax: 951-765-5136 
 
Bargaining Unit Date: 03/19/2013 
Name: California School Employees' Association Chapter 1 
Representative: Jackie Winton 
Title: California School Emplayees' Association President 
Position: Support 
Comments:  
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Documentation and Development Plan 
Classroom Sign Language Interpreter 

 
Ginger Stewart 

 
The following plan is intended to increase the level of sign language proficiency in order to meet 
the California State qualifications and waiver requirements for the following interpreter:  
Ginger Stewart (Record ID: 17006), (previous Record ID: 14837) 
 
Professional Development Plan 
 
Mentorship:  Ginger will meet monthly with her mentor, Adonis Parker,  a certified interpreter, 
to work on her goals, discuss areas of need related to her job and student, view the Boys Town 
Educational Interpreters Assessment videos, etc. . She will also periodically videotape herself 
and share and compare her signing abilities with the interpreter on the screen. This will be done 
for both sign and voice to sign interpreting.  Janet Mendoza, Special Education Coordinator for 
Hemet Unified School District, will monitor the log sheets of the above activities. 
 
Ginger will be available to attend workshops or conferences educationally related to deaf and 
hard of hearing students, interpreting services, and/or culture. To date, EIPA has no scheduled 
workshops calendared. Previously, the workshops were held in Riverside, California. In the 
past, these workshops have been two half-day workshops. Ginger would be required to attend 
only one of the two. The OhSoEZ National Sign Language & Interpreting Conference currently 
has no date for upcoming event.  
 
Depending on the outcome of Ginger’s next EIPA score more training may be added in the 
future. 
 
Individualized Goals (developed from the EIPA Diagnostic Center comments) 
 
Goal: All content concepts are to be presented. 
 
Objective: Ginger will analyze the entire thought/message prior to interpreting in order to allow 
adequate language planning to match student’s level of proficiency and comprehension, also 
incorporating sign selection, use of space, topicalization, and sign stress for key words. 
 
Goal: Use Spatial Referencing 
 
Objective: Ginger will use the appropriate spatial organization building a visual scaffold for 
interpretation, to include classifiers, when working with students. 
 
Goal:  Increase the amount of fingerspelling in the interpretation. 
 
Objective: Ginger will analyze the incoming message for opportunities to incorporate 
fingerspelling as a key element in the development of literacy for the student.   
 
Current Sign Language Interpreters’ EIPA  Assessment Scores  
 
Roman 1:  3.4 
Roman II:  3.5  
Roman III:  4.4  
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Roman IV:   3.1 
 
Ginger’s most recent  EIPA  score, dated 10/12/2012 was a 3.6.  
 
Previous Sign Language Interpreters’ EIPA Assessment Score 3.7 (July 9, 2011). 
 
Ginger will schedule to take the EIPA at the next appropriate time related to her last 
assessment.  
 
Ginger understands that in order for her to continue in her current position with Hemet Unified 
School District as an Interpreter, she must continue to pursue a passing score of 4.0. Ginger is 
also aware that this waiver must be approved by the California Department of Education.  
 
Janet Mendoza 
Special Education Coordinator  
Hemet Unified School District 
 
Signatures: 
Ginger Stewart, Interpreter_______________________________________________________ 
Bonnie Little, CSEA President____________________________________________________ 
Janet Mendoza, Coordinator, Special Education______________________________________ 
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California Department of Education 
WAIVER SUBMISSION - General 
 
CD Code: 4510454 Waiver Number: 13-5-2013  Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 5/18/2013 10:34:25 AM 
 
Local Education Agency: Shasta County Office of Education 
Address: 1644 Magnolia Ave. 
Redding, CA 96001 
 
Start: 7/1/2013  End: 6/30/2014 
 
Waiver Renewal: Y 
Previous Waiver Number: 52-4-2012-W-07            Previous SBE Approval Date: 7/20/2012 
 
Waiver Topic: Special Education Program 
Ed Code Title: Educational Interpreter for Deaf and Hard of Hearing  
Ed Code Section: CCR, Title 5, Section 3051.16(b)(3) 
Ed Code Authority: 33050 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: Specialized Services for Low-Incidence Disabilities. ?(b) 
Certification requirements for educational interpreters for deaf and hard of hearing pupils.?(3) 
[By July 1, 2009, and thereafter, an educational interpreter shall be certified by the national RID, 
or equivalent; in lieu of RID certification or equivalent, an educational interpreter must have 
achieved a score of 4.0 or above on the EIPA, the ESSE-I/R, or the NAD/ACCI assessment. If 
providing Cued Language transliteration, a transliterator shall possess TECUnit certification, or 
have achieved a score of 4.0 or above on the EIPA - Cued Speech.] 
 
Outcome Rationale: On behalf of Brian Martin, the Shasta County Office of Education is 
requesting to waive 5 CCR 3051.16 (b)(3) in order to allow him to continue to interpret in the K-
12 classroom. This will allow the Shasta County deaf and hard-of-hearing students the 
opportunity to access the academic environment in their mainstream classes. 
 
Student Population: 220 
 
City Type: Rural 
 
Public Hearing Date: 12/12/2012 
Public Hearing Advertised: Notice in the local newspaper 
 
Local Board Approval Date: 12/12/2012 
 
Committee/Council Reviewed By: Community Advisory Committee 
Committee/Council Reviewed Date: 11/13/2012 
Committee/Council Objection: N 
Committee/Council Objection Explanation:  
 
Audit Penalty YN: N 
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Categorical Program Monitoring: N 
 
Submitted by: Ms. Yvette Marley 
Position: Lead Educational Interpreter 
E-mail: ymarley@shastacoe.org 
Telephone: 530-242-2298 
Fax:  
 
Bargaining Unit Date: 12/04/2012 
Name: CA School Employee Association Chapter 642 
Representative: Daniel Coyne 
Title: Chapter 642 President 
Position: Support 
Comments:  
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Superintendent 
Tom Armelino 

  
Board of Education 

Linda Bradford 
 Diane Gerard 
Rhonda Hull 

Steve MacFarland 
Linda McBride 
William Stegall 

Elizabeth “Buffy” Tanner 

Providing leadership and assistance to the  
districts in Shasta County and ensuring all students  

have equal access to a quality education 

 
     
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
To:  Brian Martin 
From:  Allison Rideout 
RE:  Remediation Plan to meet Educational Interpreter Regulations 
  (see CDE website: http://www.cde.ca.gov/sp/se/lr/om061108.asp) 
Date:  December 3, 2012 
______________________________________________________________ 
 
The Title 5 EDUCATION regulation 5CCR3051.16 (b) (3) requires all educational interpreters to achieve RID certification, or an 
equivalent certification, in order to interpret in the K-12 classroom. In lieu of certification or equivalence, a score of 4.0 or above on 
the Educational Interpreter Performance Assessment (EIPA) or the Educational Sign Skills Evaluation (ESSE) is also accepted by the 
California Department of Education (CDE) as the minimum qualification standard. Your assessment history consists of an EIPA pre-
hire screening overall recommendation of "OK to Hire" received on January 21, 2012 and a full EIPA assessment score of 3.3 on 
March 10, 2012. The results of your EIPA assessment on October 13, 2012 are pending.  As a result, currently you are out of 
compliance with the California state regulations required of educational interpreters that became effective July 1, 2009. 
 
In order to help you achieve certification, the SCOE has set up a variety of professional development training opportunities as noted in 
this remediation plan. These include (but are not limited to) access to a Lead Educational Interpreter (LEI) who is RID-certified with 
both NIC and ED: K-12 certifications. The LEI provides professional development training in the form of weekly one-on-one 
mentoring session, as well as monthly educational interpret meetings (conducted in sign language) where resources, training 
opportunities, and knowledge specific to the SCOE educational interpreting environment are presented, Additionally, an educational 
interpreter web page housing a variety of support links to ASL on-line dictionaries, interpreter resources, professional organizations, 
and professional development opportunities has been set up and is accessible to each SCOE educational interpreter. 
 
Also, the Shasta County SELPA working with Shasta College and the Economic Workforce Development office, has provided, and 
continues to provide, upper division ASL/Interpreting classes. It has also developed, and currently maintains, the SELPA: Interpreter 
Professional Development Lab in order to provide an extensive ASL/Interpreting library and training center to the SCOE interpreters, 
as well as the local interpreting students. Offering these professional training opportunities and continued access to a Lead Educational 
Interpreter is providing you approximately 378 hours of training during the 2012-13 school year to assist you in attaining the CDE's 
certification requirement. 
 
This letter is to inform you that SCOE is in the process of applying for a waiver on your behalf with the CDE. If a waiver is granted by 
the CDE it will only remain valid for a limited time. Therefore you must participate in these SCOE-offered professional development 
opportunities and you must demonstrate interpreter skill advancement in your next EIPA assessment. Successfully meeting the 
conditions in this remediation plan is vital to your waiver request being considered for approval by the CDE and the State Board of 
Education (SBE). Even if your waiver is approved for the 2013-14 school year, please note that failure to meet the CDE's minimum 
qualification standard of an approved assessment score of 4.0 or higher by the expiration date on your waiver may result in your 
dismissal from SCOE employment and placement on a thirty-nine month reemployment list. You may be reemployed in a vacant 
"educational interpreter" position if you later meet, and provide proof of meeting, CDE's Educational Interpreter Regulation's 
requirements. 
 
 "Daniel P. Coyne"                      "Yvette Marley"                               "Jodie Van Ornum"                         "Brian Martin" 
CSEA Chapter 642                     Yvette Marley  Jodie Van Ornum Brian Martin 
Representative                         SCOE Lead Ed Interpreter  SCOE                   SCOE Ed 
Interpreter 

    RID Certified               Special Education Director           NIC & Ed: K-12 
 
 



 

 

 

 

 

California State Board of Education  
Meeting Agenda Items for September 4, 2013 

 

ITEM W-04 
 



8/27/2013 3:45 PM 

California Department of Education 
Executive Office 
SBE-006 Specific (REV. 10/2009) ITEM #W-04  
  

CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION 
 

SEPTEMBER 2013 AGENDA 
 

 Specific Waiver 
SUBJECT 
 

Request by two local educational agencies, under the authority of 
California Education Code Section 56101 and California Code of 
Regulations, Title 5, Section 3100, to waive Education Code Section 
56362(c).  Approval of this waiver will allow the resource specialists at 
both agencies to exceed the maximum caseload of 28 students by no 
more than four students (32 maximum). 
 
Waiver Numbers: Pioneer Union Elementary School District 3-6-2013 
        Placer Union High School District 38-4-2013 
             

 
   Action 

 
 

   Consent 
 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 

  Approval    Approval with conditions    Denial  
 
The California Department of Education (CDE) recommends approval with the following 
conditions: the local educational agencies (LEA) must provide each resource specialist 
instructional aide time of at least five hours daily whenever the resource specialists’ 
caseloads exceed the statutory maximum caseload of 28 students by no more than four 
students (32 maximum), during the waiver's effective period, per California Code of 
Regulations, Title 5 (5 CCR), Section 3100(d)(2). 
 
SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND ACTION 
 
California Education Code (EC) Section 56101 allows the State Board of Education 
(SBE) to waive any provision of EC or regulation if the waiver is necessary or beneficial 
when implementing a student individualized education program (IEP). California Code of 
Regulations, Title 5, specifically allows the SBE to approve waivers for resource 
specialists providing special education services to allow them to exceed the maximum 
caseload of 28 students by no more than four students. However, there are specific 
requirements in these regulations which must be met for approval, and if these 
requirements are not met, the waiver must be denied: 
 

1) The requesting agency demonstrates to the satisfaction of the SBE: (A) that the 
excess resource specialist caseload results from extraordinary fiscal and/or 
programmatic conditions; and (B) that the extraordinary conditions have been 
resolved or will be resolved by the time the waiver expires.  

 
2) The waiver stipulates that an affected resource specialist will have the assistance 

of an instructional aide at least five hours daily whenever that resource 
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specialist's caseload exceeds the statutory maximum during the waiver's 
effective period.  

 
3) The waiver confirms that the students served by an affected resource specialist 

will receive all of the services called for in their individualized education 
programs.  

 
4) The waiver was agreed to by any affected resource specialist, and the bargaining 

unit, if any, to which the resource specialist belongs, participated in the waiver's 
development.  

 
5) The waiver demonstrates to the satisfaction of the SBE that the excess caseload 

can be reasonably managed by an affected resource specialist in particular 
relation to: (A) the resource specialist's pupil contact time and other assigned 
duties; and (B) the programmatic conditions faced by the resource specialist, 
including, but not limited to, student age level, age span, and the behavioral 
characteristics; number of curriculum levels taught at any one time or any given 
session; and intensity of student instructional needs.  

 
The SBE receives about a dozen waivers of this type each year, and approximately 90 
percent are approved. Due to the nature of this type of waiver, they are almost always 
retroactive. 
 
SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES 
 
A resource specialist is a credentialed teacher who provides instruction and services to 
children with IEPs that are with regular education teachers for the majority of the school 
day. Resource specialists coordinate special education services with general education 
programs for his or her students.  
 
Before recommending approval, the existing complaint/compliance database for any 
district requesting a caseload waiver is examined. If it appears that a particular LEA is 
requesting large numbers of waivers, or upon complaint from an individual resource 
specialist alleging that waiver conditions are not being followed, referrals are made to 
the Special Education Division for follow-up.  
 
Resource specialist John Sanguinetti (Mountain Creek Middle School) was contacted by 
Shirley Waegell, Special Education Consultant, on July 11, 2013. Mr. Sanguinetti stated 
that he agrees to the increase in student caseload. He reports that his caseload did not 
exceed 28 students in the previous school year and that he is working with the district 
superintendent to ensure the caseload limit is not exceeded in the 2013–14 school year. 
Mr. Sanguinetti has had an instructional aide for 6 hours a day for the entire school 
year.  
 
 
Resource specialist Jessie Weinberger (Del Oro High School) was contacted by Michele 
Shimek, Special Education Consultant, on May 20, 2013, regarding the caseload waiver 
request from the Placer Union High School District (PUHSD). Ms. Weinberger stated 
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that she agrees to the increase in student caseload and reports that her caseload did 
not exceed 28 students in the previous school year. She currently receives six hours a 
day of instructional aide time. 
 
Resource specialist Tracy Rohde (Placer High School) was contacted by Michele 
Shimek, Special Education Consultant, on May 20, 2013, regarding the caseload waiver 
request from the PUHSD. Ms. Rohde stated that she agrees to the increase in student 
caseload. Although Ms. Rohde did work over caseload without an approved waiver for 
the period December 20, 2011, through June 20, 2012, she did not work over caseload 
during the 2012–13 school year. She commented that she volunteered to work over 
caseload and that it was not a problem for her. Ms. Rohde currently receives six hours a 
day of instructional aide time. 
 
In addition, the PUHSD meets the criteria for the SBE Streamlined Waiver Policy, 
http://www.cde.ca.gov/re/lr/wr/documents/sbestreamlined.doc, having met the 
Academic Performance Index (API) growth targets both school wide and for all 
subgroups in at least three of the last five years.  
 
The Department recommends approval. There are no prior documented complaints 
registered with the CDE related to this school district exceeding the maximum resource 
specialist program caseload of 28 students. 
 
FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE) 
 
There is no statewide fiscal impact of waiver(s) approval. 
 
ATTACHMENT(S) 
 
Attachment 1: Summary Table (1 page) 
 
Attachment 2: Pioneer Union School Elementary School District Specific Waiver 

Request 3-6-2013 (6 Pages) (Original waiver request is signed and on 
file in the Waiver Office.) 

 
Attachment 3: Placer Union High School District Specific Waiver Request 38-4-2013  (9 

Pages) (Original waiver request is signed and on file in the Waiver 
Office.) 

http://www.cde.ca.gov/re/lr/wr/documents/sbestreamlined.doc
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SUMMARY TABLE 
Waiver 
Number 

School 
District/ 
School 

Name of 
teacher(s)/ 
agrees to 
excess 
caseload? 

Over 
statutory 
caseload 
for more 
than two 
school 
years? 

Current aide 
time/aide time 
w/approved 
waiver? 

Demographics  
 

Period of Request Local Board 
Approval Date 

Bargaining 
Unit  
Consulted – 
Date 

Position of 
Bargaining  
Unit 

 
3-6-2013 

 
Pioneer 
Union 
Elementary 
School 
District 

 
John 
Sanguinetti/
Yes 

 
No 

 
Before: 6 hrs 
 
After:    6 hrs 

Pioneer Union 
Elem SD has 
a student 
population of 
168 and is 
located in a 
rural area in 
El Dorado 
County 

 
Requested: 
04/01/2013 – 
06/01/2014 
 
Recommended: 
04/01/2013 – 
06/01/2014 
 

 
05/09/2013 

 
Pioneer 
Teachers 
Ass’n on 
05/09/2013 

 
Support 

 
38-4-2013 

 
Placer 
Union High 
School 
District 

 
J Weinberger 
(Del Oro HS) 
- Yes 
 
Tracy Rohde 
(Placer HS) - 
Yes 

 
No 

 
 
 

No 

 
Before: 6 hrs 
After:    6 hrs 
 
 
Before: 6 hrs 
After:    6 hrs 

Placer Union 
HSD has a 
student 
population of 
4329 and is 
located in 
rural area in 
Placer County 

 
Requested: 
01/01/2013 – 
06/06/2013 
 
Recommended: 
01/01/2013 – 
06/06/2013 
 

 
02/15/2013 

 
Associated 
Teachers of 
Placer on 
02/07/2013 

 
 Support 



Attachment 2 
Page 1 of 6 

8/27/2013 3:45 PM 

 
 
California Department of Education  
WAIVER SUBMISSION - Specific 
 
CD Code: 0961945 Waiver Number: 3-6-2013  Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 6/6/2013 1:17:57 PM 
 
Local Education Agency: Pioneer Union Elementary School District  
Address: 6862 Mt. Aukum Road 
Somerset, CA 95684   
 
Start: 4/1/2013   End: 6/1/2014 
 
Waiver Renewal: N 
Previous Waiver Number:        Previous SBE Approval Date:  
 
Waiver Topic: Special Education Program 
Ed Code Title: Resource Teacher Caseload  
Ed Code Section: 56362 (c) 
Ed Code Authority: 56101 and 5 CCR Section 3100 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: [EC Section 56362 (c) states that no resource specialist shall have a 
caseload which exceeds 28 students, per CCR Title 5, Section 3100 Regulations allow your 
agency to request a waiver of the EC, providing certain conditions are meet, ad that in no 
circumstances may your caseload be raised to above 32 students.] 
 
Outcome Rationale: Late in the school year the District received new students increasing Mr. 
Sanguinetti's 5th - 8th caseload.  In addition, we are an isolated small rural school district; 
geographical issues on school sites. 
 
Student Population: 168 
 
City Type: Rural 
 
Local Board Approval Date: 5/9/2013 
 
Audit Penalty YN: N  
 
Categorical Program Monitoring: N 
 
Submitted by: Ms. Elizabeth Haines 
Position: Interim Superintendent/Principal 
E-mail: ehaines@pioneer.k12.ca.us 
Telephone: 530-620-3556 x217   
Fax: 530-620-4932 
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Bargaining Unit Date: May 9, 2013 
Name: Pioneer Teachers Association 
Representative: Tim Haboush 
Title: President 
Position: Support 
Comments:  
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California Department of Education 
Revised 4-25-2013 
 

SPECIFIC WAIVER REQUEST FOR RESOUCE SPECIALIST CASELOAD 
To be completed by the ADMINISTRATOR 

 
1. SELPA / District / COE Name:  Pioneer Union School District 

 
2. Name of Resource Specialist*:  John Sanguinetti 

 
3. School / District Assignment:  Resource Specialist 5th – 8th  

 
4. Status:  Permanent __X__ Probation ____ Temporary ___ 

 
5. Number of students _____                   (Caseload) proposed number of 

students _29___ 
 

6. Full time Equivalent (FTE%): 1.0 FTE 
 

7. Number of periods or hours taught by Resource Specialist:  
 
   Periods _5__         Hours ___ 

 
8. Average number of students per hour taught: 10  

 
9. Indicate amount of Instructional Aide time: _6__ (hours) to be provided to this 

resource specialist with this waiver. 
Note: At least 5 hours of aide time is required when the caseload is over 28, 
per CCR, Title 5, Section 3100(d)(2). 

 
10. Provide assurance that the waiver will not hinder the implementation of a 

student’s individualized educational program (IEP) for all students involved with 
the waiver or compliance with specified federal law, per CCR, Title 5, Section 
3100(d): 

 
Teacher is highly effective in organizing instruction to meet IEP goals; he is also 
highly skilled in delegating to instructional aides who assist him. 
 

11. Explain what extraordinary fiscal or program circumstances resulted in this 
request for excess caseload, per CCR, Title 5, Section 3100(d): 

 
 Isolated small rural school district; geographical issues on school sites. 
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12. Indicate how your plan of action to resolve conditions by the time the waiver 
expires or is denied by the SBE, per CCR, Title 5, Section 3100(d)(1): 

 
 Reallocate grades; redesign special education program for next year. 
 

 
Administrator/Designee Name and Title:  Elizabeth Haines, Interim 
Superintendent/Principal 
 
Telephone number (and extension):  530-620-3556, ext:  217 
 
Date:  05/07/2013 
 
*Resource Specialist as defined in EC Section 56362.5  
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California Department of Education 
Revised 4-25-2013 
 

SPECIFIC WAIVER REQUEST FOR RESOUCE SPECIALIST CASELOAD 
To be completed by the RESOURCE SPECIALIST (Teacher) 

 
Name:   John Sanguinetti      
Assigned at:  Mountain Creek Middle School 

 
1. Is the information in Items 1 – 12 on the attached SW _ RSC _ Administrator 

form an accurate reflection of your current assignments, personal data, FTE, 
your caseload, number of periods taught and average number of students?  
_X____  Yes   _____  No  
If not, please state where you believe these facts or numbers differ: 
 
 

 
2. Will all students served receive all of the services called for in their IEP’s? Can 

you reasonably manage the excess caseload in relation to the programmatic 
condition you face, including, but not limited to, student age level, age span, and 
behavioral characteristics; number of curriculum levels taught at any one time or 
any given session, and intensity of student instructional needs. Please explain: 
 
Yes 
 
 

3. Can you reasonably manage the excess caseload in relation to your student 
contact time, and other assigned duties?  Please explain: 
 
Yes 
 
 

4. EC Section 56362(c) states that no resource specialist shall have a caseload 
which exceeds 28 students, per CCR, Title 5, Section 3100. Regulations allow 
your agency to request a waiver of the EC, providing certain conditions are met, 
and that in no circumstance may your caseload be raised to above 32 students. 

 
      Indicate your position regarding this waiver request by a check mark in one box. 
  
 
      __X___  AGREE – to the increase in my student caseload from 28 students to 
not more than 32 students. 

 
      _____  DISAGREE – to an increase in my student caseload over the 28 
students. If disagreeing, provide rational below: 
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5. Indicate a check mark in the appropriate box: 
 
 __X___  I did not have a student caseload of more than 28 during the last 
school year. 
 
 _____  I did have a student caseload of more than 28 during the last school 
year. If yes, please respond below: 
 

(a) Did you have an approved waiver for this caseload? Yes ___ No ___ 
(b) Specify which months / weeks you were over caseload: From _______ to 

_______   
(c) Other pertinent information? 

 
 _____  I have had a student caseload of more than 28 for more than two 
consecutive years. 

 
 

6. Instructional Aide time currently receiving: _3__ hours (prior to increased 
caseload). 

 
 

7. Any additional Aide time with this waiver?  _6___ total hours after increase.  
 
 
 
 

___x__  I hereby certify that the information provided on this application is true and 
correct. 

 
Date:  05/24/13 

 
Telephone number (and extension): 530-620-4393 ext:  318 
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California Department of Education  
WAIVER SUBMISSION - Specific 
 
CD Code: 3166894 Waiver Number: 38-4-2013  Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 4/30/2013 10:39:17 AM 
 
Local Education Agency: Placer Union High School District 
Address: 13000 New Airport Rd. 
Auburn, CA 95603   
 
Start: 1/1/2013   End: 6/6/2013 
 
Waiver Renewal: N 
Previous Waiver Number:   Previous SBE Approval Date:  
 
Waiver Topic: Special Education Program 
Ed Code Title: Resource Teacher Caseload  
Ed Code Section: 56362 (c) 
Ed Code Authority: 56101 and 5 CCR Section 3100 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: EC 56362 (c):  No resource specialist shall have a caseload that 
exceeds 28 students. 
 
Outcome Rationale: Additional positions were opened for the school year in the specific subject 
area needed at the school site.  There was not an appropriately credentialed candidate in the 
subject area needed, therefore, the current teacher was hired for an additional instructional 
period to cover the site needs and student caseload.  Caseload remains under 32 students. 
 
Student Population: 4329 
 
City Type: Rural 
 
Local Board Approval Date: 2/15/2013 
 
Audit Penalty YN: N  
 
Categorical Program Monitoring: N 
 
Submitted by: Dr. Lorena Spitzer 
Position: Director of Pupil Services 
E-mail: lspitzer@puhsd.k12.ca.us 
Telephone: 530-886-4434   
Fax: 530-886-4439 
 
Bargaining Unit:  Date: 02/07/2013  
Name: Associated Teachers of Placer  
Representative: Mark Faulkner  
Title: President  
Position: Support  
Comments:
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California Department of Education 
Revised 4-25-2013 
 

SPECIFIC WAIVER REQUEST FOR RESOUCE SPECIALIST CASELOAD 
To be completed by the ADMINISTRATOR 

 
1. SELPA / District / COE Name: Placer County/Placer Union HSD/PCOE 

 
2. Name of Resource Specialist*: Jessie Weinberger 

 
3. School / District Assignment: Del Oro High School/Resource Specialist 

 
4. Status:  Permanent __X__ Probation ____ Temporary ___ 

 
5. Number of students _28____                   (Caseload) proposed number of 

students _30-32___ 
 

6. Full time Equivalent (FTE%): 1.17 
 

7. Number of periods or hours taught by Resource Specialist:  
 

Periods _4__         Hours __6_ 
 

8. Average number of students per hour taught:  7.75 
 

9. Indicate amount of Instructional Aide time: _6__ (hours) to be provided to this 
resource specialist with this waiver. 

Note: At least 5 hours of aide time is required when the caseload is 
over 28, per CCR, Title 5, Section 3100(d)(2). 

 
10. Provide assurance that the waiver will not hinder the implementation of a 

student’s individualized educational program (IEP) for all students involved with 
the waiver or compliance with specified federal law, per CCR, Title 5, Section 
3100(d): 

 
Jessie has been hired for the added .17 FTE and is being fiscally compensated. 
 She understands and has accepted the added responsibility of taking on the 
extra students on her caseload.  She has 6 hrs of aid support daily to assist in 
the classroom and for caseload monitoring.  Jessie is a seasoned special 
education teacher with 24 years of experience. 

 
11. Explain what extraordinary fiscal or program circumstances resulted in this 

request for excess caseload, per CCR, Title 5, Section 3100(d): 
 

Previous teacher retired in December 2012, the position was opened and 
no qualified teacher applied. 
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12. Indicate how your plan of action to resolve conditions by the time the waiver 

expires or is denied by the SBE, per CCR, Title 5, Section 3100(d)(1): 
 

We will open up a .5 FTE next school year to replace the retired teacher’s 
position. 

 
Administrator/Designee Name and Title:  Daniel T. Gayaldo, Principal 

 
Telephone number (and extension): 916-652-7243 ext. 1002 
 
Date: 1/23/2013 
 
*Resource Specialist as defined in EC Section 56362.5 
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California Department of Education 
Revised 4-25-2013 
 

SPECIFIC WAIVER REQUEST FOR RESOUCE SPECIALIST CASELOAD 
To be completed by the RESOURCE SPECIALIST (Teacher) 

 
Name:  Jessie Weinberger      
Assigned at: Del Oro High School 

 
1. Is the information in Items 1 – 12 on the attached SW _ RSC _ Administrator 

form an accurate reflection of your current assignments, personal data, FTE, 
your caseload, number of periods taught and average number of students?  
___X__  Yes   _____  No  

If not, please state where you believe these facts or numbers differ: 
 

2. Will all students served receive all of the services called for in their IEP’s? Can 
you reasonably manage the excess caseload in relation to the programmatic 
condition you face, including, but not limited to, student age level, age span, and 
behavioral characteristics; number of curriculum levels taught at any one time or 
any given session, and intensity of student instructional needs. Please explain: 
 

All students will receive all of the services called for in their IEP’s.  I can 
reasonably manage the excess caseload in relation to the programmatic 
condition I face. 

 
3. Can you reasonably manage the excess caseload in relation to your student 

contact time, and other assigned duties?  Please explain: 
 

I can reasonably manage the excess caseload.  Many of the students are 
currently enrolled in by RSP classes, and I am in close contact with other 
general education and special education teachers who also have these 
students enrolled. 

 
4. EC Section 56362(c) states that no resource specialist shall have a caseload 

which exceeds 28 students, per CCR, Title 5, Section 3100. Regulations allow 
your agency to request a waiver of the EC, providing certain conditions are met, 
and that in no circumstance may your caseload be raised to above 32 students. 

 
Indicate your position regarding this waiver request by a check mark in 
one box.   

 
__X___  AGREE – to the increase in my student caseload from 28 
students to not more than 32 students. 

 
_____  DISAGREE – to an increase in my student caseload over the 28 



Attachment 3 
Page 5 of 9 

 

8/27/2013 3:45 PM 

students. If disagreeing, provide rational below: 
 
5. Indicate a check mark in the appropriate box: 
 

___X__ I did not have a student caseload of more than 28 during the last 
school year. 

 
_____  I did have a student caseload of more than 28 during the last 
school year. If yes, please respond below: 

 
a) Did you have an approved waiver for this caseload? Yes ___ No ___ 
b) Specify which months / weeks you were over caseload: From _______ to 

_______   
c) Other pertinent information? 

 
_____  I have had a student caseload of more than 28 for more than two consecutive 
years. 

 
 

6. Instructional Aide time currently receiving: _6__ hours (prior to increased 
caseload). 

 
 

7. Any additional Aide time with this waiver?  __0__ total hours after increase.  
 
 
 
 
__X___  I hereby certify that the information provided on this application is true 
and correct. 

 
Date: 1/23/2013 

 
Telephone number (and extension): 916-652-7243 ext.1310 
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California Department of Education 
Revised 4-25-2013 
 

SPECIFIC WAIVER REQUEST FOR RESOUCE SPECIALIST CASELOAD 
To be completed by the ADMINISTRATOR 

 
1. SELPA / District / COE Name: Placer County/Placer Union HSD/PCOE 

 
2. Name of Resource Specialist*:  Tracy Rohde 

 
3. School / District Assignment:  Placer High School/Resource Specialist 

 
4. Status:  Permanent _X__ Probation ____ Temporary ___ 

 
5. Number of students __28___                  (Caseload) proposed number of 

students _30-32___ 
 

6. Full time Equivalent (FTE%): 1.33 FTE 
 

7. Number of periods or hours taught by Resource Specialist:  
 
   Periods _4__         Hours _6_ 

 
8. Average number of students per hour taught:   13 

 
9. Indicate amount of Instructional Aide time: _6__ (hours) to be provided to this 

resource specialist with this waiver. 
Note: At least 5 hours of aide time is required when the caseload is over 28, 
per CCR, Title 5, Section 3100(d)(2). 

 
10. Provide assurance that the waiver will not hinder the implementation of a 

student’s individualized educational program (IEP) for all students involved with 
the waiver or compliance with specified federal law, per CCR, Title 5, Section 
3100(d): 

 
Tracy has been hired for the additional .33 FTE and is justly compensated.  
She understands and accepts fully the responsibility of taking on extra students 
and sections.  Tracy has been working in this field for over 20 years, has 
served in several leadership qualities, and is well respected by many parents 
she has worked with. 

 
11. Explain what extraordinary fiscal or program circumstances resulted in this 

request for excess caseload, per CCR, Title 5, Section 3100(d): 
 

We could not find qualified applicants for the part time position, including need 
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for math.  The position was posted twice. 
 

 
12. Indicate how your plan of action to resolve conditions by the time the waiver 

expires or is denied by the SBE, per CCR, Title 5, Section 3100(d)(1): 
   
 The part time position will be posted for the next school year. 
 

 
Administrator/Designee Name and Title:  Peter Efstathiu, Principal 
 
Telephone number (and extension): 530-745-5700 
 
Date: 1/31/2013 
 
*Resource Specialist as defined in EC Section 56362.5 
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California Department of Education 
Revised 4-25-2013 
 

SPECIFIC WAIVER REQUEST FOR RESOUCE SPECIALIST CASELOAD 
To be completed by the RESOURCE SPECIALIST (Teacher) 

 
Name:  Tracy Rhode      
Assigned at: Placer High School 

 
8. Is the information in Items 1 – 12 on the attached SW _ RSC _ Administrator 

form an accurate reflection of your current assignments, personal data, FTE, 
your caseload, number of periods taught and average number of students?  
___X__  Yes   _____  No  
If not, please state where you believe these facts or numbers differ: 

 
9. Will all students served receive all of the services called for in their IEP’s? Can 

you reasonably manage the excess caseload in relation to the programmatic 
condition you face, including, but not limited to, student age level, age span, and 
behavioral characteristics; number of curriculum levels taught at any one time or 
any given session, and intensity of student instructional needs. Please explain: 
 
Yes, all students will receive all services stated in their IEP’s.  I can manage all of 
the students on my caseload as I have reviewed all IEP’s and checked to be sure 
all provisions have been met. 
 

10. Can you reasonably manage the excess caseload in relation to your student 
contact time, and other assigned duties?  Please explain: 
 
I can reasonably manage the excess caseload.  Many of the students are 
currently enrolled in my classes so I have daily contact with them.  Weekly 
monitoring of caseload is also done. 
 

11. EC Section 56362(c) states that no resource specialist shall have a caseload 
which exceeds 28 students, per CCR, Title 5, Section 3100. Regulations allow 
your agency to request a waiver of the EC, providing certain conditions are met, 
and that in no circumstance may your caseload be raised to above 32 students. 

 
      Indicate your position regarding this waiver request by a check mark in one box. 
  
 
      __X___  AGREE – to the increase in my student caseload from 28 students to 
not more than 32 students. 

 
      _____  DISAGREE – to an increase in my student caseload over the 28 
students. If disagreeing, provide rational below: 
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12. Indicate a check mark in the appropriate box: 
 
 ___ __ I did not have a student caseload of more than 28 during the last school 
year. 
 
 ___X__  I did have a student caseload of more than 28 during the last school 
year. If yes, please respond below: 
 

(d) Did you have an approved waiver for this caseload? Yes ___ No _X__ 
(e) Specify which months / weeks you were over caseload: From 

_12/2011______ to _6/2012______   
(f) Other pertinent information? 

 
 ___X__  I have had a student caseload of more than 28 for more than two 
consecutive years. 
  
I was covering for a teacher on maternity leave and we were unable to fill the 
position as it is challenging to cover for teacher’s out on illness during the school 
year.  The position had been posted and no viable candidate was found. 

 
 

13. Instructional Aide time currently receiving: _6__ hours (prior to increased 
caseload). 

 
 

14. Any additional Aide time with this waiver?  __0__ total hours after increase.  
 
 
 
 

__X___  I hereby certify that the information provided on this application is true and 
correct. 

 
Date: 1/31/2013 

 
Telephone number (and extension): 530-745-5791 

 



 

 

 

 

 

California State Board of Education  
Meeting Agenda Items for September 4, 2013 

 

ITEM W-05 
 



Revised:  8/27/2013 3:45 PM 

California Department of Education 
Executive Office 
SBE-005 General (REV. 08/2011) ITEM #W-05  
  

CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION 
 

SEPTEMBER 2013 AGENDA 
 

 General Waiver 
SUBJECT 
 

Request by two local educational agencies to waive the State Testing 
Apportionment Information Report deadline of December 31 in the 
California Code of Regulations, Title 5, Section 11517.5(b)(1)(A), 
regarding the California English Language Development Test; or Title 5, 
Section 1225(b)(2)(A), regarding the California High School Exit 
Examination; or Title 5, Section 862(c)(2)(A), regarding the Standardized 
Testing and Reporting Program. 
 
Waiver Numbers: Anderson Valley Unified School District 18-5-2013 

       Orange Unified School District 9-5-2013 
 

 

 Action 
 
 

 Consent 
 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 

  Approval    Approval with conditions    Denial 
 
SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND ACTION 
 
The State Board of Education (SBE) has approved all waiver requests since the 
deadline for submission of the State Testing Apportionment Information Reports was 
added to the California Code of Regulations (CCR), and the SBE Waiver Policy 08-#: 
State Testing Apportionment Informational Report Deadline (available at 
http://www.cde.ca.gov/re/lr/wr/documents/statetesting.doc).  
 
SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES 
 
Regulations for the State Testing Apportionment Information Report, amended in 2005, 
include an annual deadline of December 31 for the return of the Apportionment 
Information Report for prior year testing for the California English Language 
Development Test (CELDT), the California High School Exit Examination (CAHSEE), 
and the Standardized Testing and Reporting (STAR) Program. The California 
Department of Education (CDE) sent letters in September 2005 announcing the new 
deadline in regulations to every local educational agency (LEA). This deadline was 
enacted to speed the process of final reimbursement of testing costs to the LEAs. 
The LEAs filing for this waiver request missed the December 31 deadline for requesting 
reimbursement for the 2011–12 fiscal year. CDE staff verified that these LEAs needed 
the waivers and had submitted reports after the deadline. 
 

http://www.cde.ca.gov/re/lr/wr/documents/statetesting.doc
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These LEAs are now aware of this important change in the timeline and understand that 
future reports must be submitted to the Assessment Development and Administration 
Division for reimbursement. Therefore, the CDE recommends the approval of this 
waiver request as required by regulation prior to final reimbursement.  
 
Because this is a general waiver, if the SBE decides to deny the waiver, it must 
cite one of the seven reasons in Education Code (EC) Section 33051(a), available 
at http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=edc&group=33001-
34000&file=33050-33053. 
 
Authority for Waiver: EC Section 33050 
 
Period of request: various dates 
 
Period recommended: various dates 
 
Local board approval date(s): various dates 
 
Public hearing held on date(s): various dates 
 
Bargaining unit(s) consulted on date(s): various dates 
 
Name of bargaining unit/representative(s) consulted: various 
 
Position of bargaining unit(s) (choose only one):  

  Neutral                         Support                       Oppose 
 
Public hearing advertised by (choose one or more): 

 posting in a newspaper      posting at each school      Web site, district office, 
library, or board agenda  

 
Objections raised (choose one):   None        Objections are as follows: 
 
 
FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE) 
 
If these waivers are approved, these two LEAs will be reimbursed for the costs of the 
CELDT, the CAHSEE, or the STAR for the 2011–12 school year. Total costs are 
indicated on Attachment 1, and the waiver requests from each LEA are included as 
Attachments 2 and 3. 

http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=edc&group=33001-34000&file=33050-33053
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=edc&group=33001-34000&file=33050-33053
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ATTACHMENT(S) 
 
Attachment 1: Local Educational Agencies Requesting Waiver of State Testing 
 Apportionment Information Report Deadline — September 2013 
 (1 Page) 
 
Attachment 2:   Anderson Valley Unified School District Waiver Request 18-5-2013 
 (2 Pages) (Original waiver request is signed and on file at the Waiver 

Office) 
 
Attachment 3:   Orange Unified School District Waiver Request 9-5-2013  
 (2 Pages) (Original waiver request is signed and on file at the Waiver 

Office)  
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Local Educational Agencies Requesting Waiver of 
State Testing Apportionment Information Report Deadline — September 2013 

 
Local 

Educational 
Agency 

Waiver 
Number 

 
Period of Request 

 
Test Report(s) 

Missing 
Report(s) 
Submitted 

Fiscal 
Year(s) 

Reimbursement 
Amount 

Union 
Position 

Anderson 
Valley 
Unified 
School 

District (SD) 

18-5-2013 

Requested: 
7/1/2012 – 12/31/2012 

 
Recommended: 

7/1/2012 – 12/31/2012 

California English 
Language 

Development 
Test (CELDT), 
California High 

School Exit 
Examination 

(CAHSEE), and 
Standardized 
Testing and 
Reporting 

Program (STAR) 

Yes 2011-12 $2,686.02 Support 

Orange 
Unified SD 9-5-2013 

Requested: 
8/23/2012 – 12/31/2012 

 
Recommended: 

7/1/2012 – 12/31/2012 

STAR Yes 2011-12 $58,159.94 Support 
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California Department of Education 
WAIVER SUBMISSION - General 
 
CD Code: 2365540 Waiver Number: 18-5-2013  Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 5/21/2013 11:09:50 AM 
 
Local Education Agency: Anderson Valley Unified School District  
Address: 12300 Anderson Valley Way 
Boonville, CA 95415 
 
Start: 7/1/2012  End: 12/31/2012 
 
Waiver Renewal: N 
Previous Waiver Number:   Previous SBE Approval Date:  
 
Waiver Topic: State Testing Apportionment Report 
Ed Code Title: STAR, CAHSEE and CELDT  
Ed Code Section: CCR, Title 5, Sections 862(c)(2)(A), 1225(b)(2)(A) and 11517.5(b)(1)(A) 
Ed Code Authority: 33050 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: Request to waive deadline for Apportionment Reports 
 
STAR – CCR, Title 5, Section 862(c)(2)(A) …postmarked by December 31… 
CAHSEE – CCR, Title 5, Section 1225(b)(2)(A) …postmarked by December 31… 
CELDT – CCR, Title 5, Section 11517.5(b)(1)(A) …postmarked by December 31… 
 
Outcome Rationale: Due to our holiday work schedule and missed work days, the CAHSEE, 
STAR, and CELDT Apportionment Reports were not postmarked until January 2, 2013 which 
was past the deadline of December 31, 2012.  Hence this request to waive the deadline. 
 
Student Population: 557 
 
City Type: Rural 
 
Public Hearing Date: 5/13/2013 
Public Hearing Advertised: Notice posted 5/1/13 at District schools and local Post Office 
 
Local Board Approval Date: 5/13/2013 
 
Committee/Council Reviewed By: Board of Trustees of the Anderson Valley Unified School 
District 
Committee/Council Reviewed Date: 5/13/2013 
Committee/Council Objection: N 
Committee/Council Objection Explanation:  
 
Audit Penalty YN: N 
 
Categorical Program Monitoring: N 
 
Submitted by: Ms. Gwyn Smith 



Attachment 2 
Page 2 of 2 

 

Revised:  8/27/2013 3:45 PM 

Position: Testing Coordinator/Admin. Asst. 
E-mail: gsmith@mcn.org 
Telephone: 707-895-3774 x605 
Fax: 707-895-2665 
 
Bargaining Unit Date: 05/01/2013 
Name: California Teachers Association 
Representative: James Snyder 
Title: President 
Position: Support 
Comments:  
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California Department of Education 
WAIVER SUBMISSION - General 
 
CD Code: 3066621 Waiver Number: 9-5-2013  Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 5/13/2013 3:38:59 PM 
 
Local Education Agency: Orange Unified School District  
Address: 1401 North Handy St. 
Orange, CA 92867 
 
Start: 8/23/2012  End: 12/31/2012 
 
Waiver Renewal: N 
Previous Waiver Number:   Previous SBE Approval Date:  
 
Waiver Topic: State Testing Apportionment Report 
Ed Code Title: STAR  
Ed Code Section: CCR. Title 5. Section 862(C)(2)(A) 
Ed Code Authority: 33050 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: (which requires that the Standardized Testing and Reporting 
Program Apportionment request be sent to the California Department of Education postmarked 
no later than December 31, 2012) 
 
Outcome Rationale: We neglected to send the final documentation into the state by the 
requested date. We are requesting the funds so that we can continue testing in our district in 
order to provide detailed reports of students content knowledge, with regards to the California 
State Standards.  
 
Student Population: 22850 
 
City Type: Urban 
 
Public Hearing Date: 5/9/2013 
Public Hearing Advertised: OUSD Website, Newspaper  
 
Local Board Approval Date: 5/9/2013 
 
Committee/Council Reviewed By: OUSD Board of Education 
Committee/Council Reviewed Date: 5/9/2013 
Committee/Council Objection: N 
Committee/Council Objection Explanation:  
 
Audit Penalty YN: N 
 
Categorical Program Monitoring: N 
 
 
 
Submitted by: Ms. Christina Lin 
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Position: Administrative Director, Information and Education 
E-mail: shaol@orangeusd.org 
Telephone: 714-628-4550 
Fax:  
 
Bargaining Unit Date: 05/09/2013 
Name: OUEA 
Representative: Whitney Amsbary 
Title: President 
Position: Support 
Comments:  
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California Department of Education 
Executive Office 
SBE-005 General (REV. 08/2011) ITEM #W-06  
  

CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION 
 

SEPTEMBER 2013 AGENDA 
 

 General Waiver 
SUBJECT 
 

Request by two local educational agencies under the authority of 
California Education Code Section 33050, to waive portions of 
California Education Code Section 48661(a), relating to the 
colocation of a community day school with other types of schools 
and/or portions of California Education Code sections 48660 and 
48916.1(d), relating to the allowable grade spans for community day 
schools. 
 
Waiver Numbers: Chaffey Joint Union High School District 4-6-2013                                             
                             Sierra Unified School District 10-5-2013 
 

 
 Action 

 
 

 Consent 
 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 

  Approval    Approval with conditions    Denial 
 
The California Department of Education (CDE) recommends approval that the 
colocation limitations for the following community day school (CDS) be waived subject 
to the conditions stated in the findings below:  
 
Chaffey Joint Union High School District is requesting a waiver (Waiver Number 4-6-
2013) to renew its authority (Waiver Number 13-8-2011-W-9) for its CDS to be located 
on the same site with the district’s independent study complex, upon an annual two-
thirds vote of the local board. EC Section 33051(b) will not apply to this waiver renewal 
request and the district will be required to reapply if they wish to continue the waiver.  
 
The CDE recommends approval that the grade span limitations for the following CDS be 
waived subject to the conditions stated in the findings below:  
 
The Sierra Unified School District is requesting a waiver (Waiver Number 10-5-2013) to 
permit the Oak Meadow CDS to serve students in grades four through eight, inclusive, 
and no other grades. EC Section 33051(b) will not apply to this waiver request and the 
district will be required to reapply if they wish to continue the waiver.  
 
SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND ACTION 
 
The State Board of Education (SBE) has approved several similar requests in the past 
to allow the colocation of a CDS with another school when the CDS could not be 
located separately and the district has been able to provide for the separation of 
students from the other schools. The SBE has also approved previous waiver requests 
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to expand the allowable grade span for a CDS to best serve its students when it was not 
feasible for the district to operate two separate schools. 
 
SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES 
 
EC Section 48916.1(a) requires school districts to ensure that each of their expelled 
students be provided an educational program during the period of expulsion. EC 
Section 48661(a) states that a CDS shall not be situated on the same site as a 
comprehensive elementary, middle, or high school, continuation high school, or an 
opportunity school. While arguably an alternative school such as Chaffey Joint Union 
High School District’s independent study complex is not included in this prohibition, 
the district feels this determination is sufficiently unclear as to merit the request for this 
waiver. EC Section 48661(a) authorizes a small school district with 2,500 or fewer 
students to waive the separation requirement based on an annual certification by at 
least two-thirds of the local board that separate alternative facilities are not available. 
The Chaffey Joint Union High School District serves 20,050 students. With this waiver, 
the local board is asking for similar authority as the board of a small district. The local 
board voted unanimously to request renewal of their current waiver. 
 
This waiver, if approved, would continue to allow the district the same local 
determination option as a smaller district. The local board voted unanimously in support 
of the waiver renewal, as in its initial waiver request, more than meeting the standard of 
a two-thirds vote. 
 
Given the extremely challenging fiscal environment presently facing all California 
schools, some districts, including Chaffey, are finding that they do not have the 
resources to operate a CDS at a fully separate location. The district selected this site to 
avoid any interaction with students on traditional school campuses. Separation is 
maintained through means that include combinations of the use of fencing and other 
physical barriers, open space between the schools through which any student transit 
would be observed, separate arrival and departure points, different arrival and departure 
times, different break and lunch times, separate restrooms, and the presence of campus 
monitors. The CDS has been housed at this facility since July 1, 2010, with no major 
incidents or problems between the two schools. 
 
EC sections 48660 and 48916.1(d) provide, respectively, for the allowable grade spans of 
CDS and educational services for expelled students. EC Section 48660 provides that a 
CDS may serve pupils in any of kindergarten and grades one to six, inclusive, or any of 
grades seven to twelve, inclusive, or the same or lesser included range of grades as may 
be found in any individual middle or junior high school operated by the district. It further 
provides that if a school district is organized as a district that serves kindergarten through 
grade eight (K–8), inclusive, but no higher grades, the governing board of the school 
district may establish a CDS for any students in K–8, inclusive. 
 
The Sierra Unified School District is a small rural district. The district has operated two 
separate CDSs, one for students in kindergarten through grade six, and a second for 
students in grades seven through twelve, in accordance with statute. The district now 
finds that it cannot afford to operate two CDSs. The requested waiver would authorize 
the district to operate a CDS for students in grades four through eight, which would be 
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in accordance with statute for an elementary school district that serves students in no 
higher than eighth grade. As a unified district, waiver authorization to implement this 
common grade span configuration is required. The needs of students in grades nine 
through twelve will be met at Sandy Bluffs Continuation High School, under suspended 
expulsions if needed, or through referral to the Fresno County Community Day School. 
 
Because this is a general waiver, if the SBE decides to deny the waiver, it must 
cite one of the seven reasons in EC Section 33051(a), available at 
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=edc&group=33001-
34000&file=33050-33053 
 
Demographic Information: See Attachment 1 
 
Authority for Waiver: EC Section 33050 
 
Period of request: See Attachment 1 
 
Local board approval date(s): See Attachment 1 
 
Public hearing held on date(s): See Attachment 1 
 
Bargaining unit(s) consulted on date(s): See Attachment 1  
 
Name of bargaining unit/representative(s) consulted: See Attachment 1 
 
Position of bargaining unit(s) (choose only one): See Attachment 1 

  Neutral                         Support                       Oppose:  
 
Advisory committee(s) consulted: See Attachment 1    
 
Objections raised (choose one): See Attachment 1 

  None        Objections are as follows: 
 
Date(s) consulted: See Attachment 1 
 
FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE) 
 
There is no statewide fiscal impact of Waiver approval. 

http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=edc&group=33001-34000&file=33050-33053
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=edc&group=33001-34000&file=33050-33053
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ATTACHMENT(S) 
 
Attachment 1: Summary Table of Community Day School State Board of Education 

Waivers for September 2013 (1 page) 
 
Attachment 2: Chaffey Joint Union High School District: General Waiver Request 4-6-2013 

(2 pages) (Original Waiver request is signed and on file in the Waiver 
Office.) 

 
Attachment 3: Sierra Unified School District: General Waiver Request 10-5-2013 

(2 pages) (Original Waiver request is signed and on file in the Waiver 
Office.) 
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Summary Table of Community Day School State Board of Education Waivers for September 2013 
 
 

Waiver  
Number 

District Name,  
Size of District, 

 and  
Approval Date 

Grade Span 
Requested 

(if waiver of EC 
sections 48660  
and 48916.1[d]) 

Type(s) of School(s) 
with which 

Community Day 
School (CDS) 

will be Colocated 
(if waiver of EC 

Section 48661[a]) 

Period of Request Renewal  
Waiver? 

If granted, this 
waiver will be 
"permanent" 

per EC Section 
33501(b) 

Certificated Bargaining 
Unit Name and 
Representative,  
Date of Action,  
and Position  

 

Advisory 
Committee/School Site 

Council Name,  
Date of Review  

and any Objections 

4-6-2013 

Chaffey Joint 
Union High  

School District 
 

25,020 Total 
Students,  

20 Students in 
CDS 

 
May 14, 2013 

5-0 Vote 

 Independent  
Studies Complex 

Requested: 
July 1, 2013 

through 
June 30, 2014 

 
Recommended: 

July 1, 2013  
through 

June 30, 2014 

YES NO 

Associated Chaffey 
Teachers 

 
Janet Thornhill 

 
April 15, 2013 

 
Support 

District English Learner 
Advisory Committee 

 
May 14, 2013 

     
No objections 

10-5-2013 

Sierra Unified 
School District 

 
1,402 Total 
Students, 

8 Students in  
CDS 

 
May 13, 2013 

Grades four through 
eight.  

Too few students to 
support separate 

elementary and middle 
school CDS. 

 

Requested: 
July 1, 2013 

through 
July 1, 2018 

 
Recommended: 

July 1, 2013 
through 

June 29, 2015 

NO NO 

Sierra Unified Teachers 
Association 

 
Rob Hayden 

 
April 11, 2013 

 
Support 

Alternative Education 
Team 

 
April 11, 2013 

     
No objections 
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California Department of Education 
WAIVER SUBMISSION - General 
 
CD Code: 3667652  Waiver Number: 4-6-2013  Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 6/12/2013 1:29:25 PM 
 
Local Education Agency: Chaffey Joint Union High School District  
Address: 211 West Fifth St. 
Ontario, CA 91762 
 
Start: 7/1/2013  End: 6/30/2014 
 
Waiver Renewal: Y 
Previous Waiver Number: 13-8-2011-W-9  Previous SBE Approval Date: 11/9/2011 
 
Waiver Topic: Community Day Schools (CDS) 
Ed Code Title: Colocate Facilities  
Ed Code Section: 48661(a) 
Ed Code Authority: 33050 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: 48661. (a) A community day school shall not be situated on the 
same site as an elementary, middle, junior high, comprehensive senior high, opportunity, or 
continuation school, except as follows: When the governing board of a school district [with 2,500 
or fewer units of average daily attendance reported for the most recent second principal 
apportionment] certifies by two-thirds vote of its membership that satisfactory alternative 
facilities are not available for a community day school. 
 
(b) A certification made pursuant to this section is valid for not more than one school year and 
may be renewed by a subsequent two-thirds vote of the governing board. 
 
Outcome Rationale: Budget reductions caused the relocation of district schools and programs.  
Included among these changes is the Community Day School. In planning the relocation of 
CDS, several factors were considered: safety, centralized district location, space, modern 
classrooms, and immediate administrative and counseling support services.  In every respect, 
the current CDS location is superior to the previous location.  The new facility devotes two full 
size classrooms with computers available for student use.  Our maximum enrollment is 22 
students ensuring that crowded conditions will never occur. Additionally, the outdoor space 
includes a covered lunch area which is larger than the one at the previous location. The CDS 
has been housed at this facility since July 1, 2010 with no major incidents or problems. 
 
Student Population: 20 
 
City Type: Suburban 
 
Public Hearing Date: 5/14/2013 
Public Hearing Advertised: Local newspaper- Inland Valley Daily Bulletin 
 
Local Board Approval Date: 5/14/2013 
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Community Council Reviewed By: Board of Trustees and DELAC Advisory Committee 
Community Council Reviewed Date: 5/14/2013 
Community Council Objection: N 
Community Council Objection Explanation:  
 
Audit Penalty YN: N 
 
Categorical Program Monitoring: N 
 
Submitted by: Mr. Chris Hollister 
Position: Executive Director of Instruction 
E-mail: chris_hollister@cjuhsd.net 
Telephone: 909-988-8511 x2818 
Fax: 909-391-5262 
 
Bargaining Unit Date: April 15, 2013 
Name: Associated Chaffey Teachers 
Representative: Janet Thornhill 
Title: President 
Position: In support of waiver 
Comments:  
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California Department of Education 
WAIVER SUBMISSION - General 
 
CD Code: 1075275  Waiver Number: 10-5-2013  Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 5/14/2013 8:42:07 AM 
 
Local Education Agency: Sierra Unified School District  
Address: 33330 Lodge Rd. 
Tollhouse, CA 93667 
 
Start: 7/1/2013  End: 7/1/2018 
 
Waiver Renewal: N 
Previous Waiver Number:  Previous SBE Approval Date:  
 
Waiver Topic: Community Day Schools (CDS) 
Ed Code Title: Commingle Grade Levels  
Ed Code Section: 48916.1(d) and portions of Section 48660 
Ed Code Authority: 33050 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: 48660.   …If a school district is organized as a district that serves 
kindergarten and grades 1 to 8, inclusive, [but no higher grades], the governing board of the 
school district may establish a community day school for any [of] kindergarten and grades 1 to 
8, inclusive, upon a two-thirds vote of the board. It is the intent of the Legislature, that to the 
extent possible, the governing board of a school district operating a community day school for 
any of kindergarten and grades 1 to 8, inclusive, separate younger pupils from older pupils 
within that community day school. 
 
48916.1(d) [If the pupil who is subject to the expulsion order was expelled from any of 
kindergarten or grades 1 to 6, inclusive, the educational program provided pursuant to 
subdivision (b) shall not be combined or merged with educational programs offered to pupils in 
any of grades 7 to 12, inclusive].   
 
Outcome Rationale: At the end of the 2011-2012 school year, Ponderosa Community Day 
School (K-6) was closed in response to budget constraints and flex funding use. Through the 
course of the 2012-2013 school year it has become clear that there is a need to provide an 
alternate classroom for younger students.  Therefore we are requesting a change in the current 
grade level configuration to 4- 8 to provide another classroom option for those students with 
discipline issues in the lower grades.  The needs of the 9-12 referred students will be met at 
Sandy Bluffs Continuation under suspended expulsions or referred to Fresno  County 
Community Day School. 
 
Student Population: 8 
 
City Type: Rural 
 



Attachment 3 
Page 2 of 2 

 
 

8/27/2013 3:46 PM 

Public Hearing Date: 5/13/2013 
Public Hearing Advertised: Agenda item presented at the May 13, 2013 Regular Monthly Board 
Meeting 
 
Local Board Approval Date: 5/13/2013 
 
Committee/Council Reviewed By: Alternative Education Team 
Committee/Council Reviewed Date: 4/11/2013 
Committee/Council Objection: N 
Committee/Council Objection Explanation:  
  
 
Audit Penalty YN: N 
 
Categorical Program Monitoring: N 
 
Submitted by: Mr. Larry Silva 
Position: Director Of Alternative Education 
E-mail: lsilva@sierrausd.org 
Telephone: 559-855-3020 x165 
Fax: 559-855-3081 
 
Bargaining Unit Date: 04/11/2013 
Name: Sierra Unified Teachers Association 
Representative: Rob Hayden 
Title: SUTA President 
Position: Support 
Comments: 
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California Department of Education 
Executive Office 
SBE-005 General (REV. 08/2011) ITEM #W-07  
  

CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION 
 

SEPTEMBER 2013 AGENDA 
 

 General Waiver 
SUBJECT 
 

Request by Forestville Union Elementary School District to waive 
California Education Code Section 37202, the equity length of time 
requirement for transitional kindergarten and kindergarten programs 
at Forestville Union Elementary School. 
 
Waiver Number: 28-5-2013 
 

 
 Action 

 
 

  Consent 
 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 

  Approval    Approval with conditions    Denial 
  
The California Department of Education (CDE) recommends approval of the waiver with 
conditions. The local educational agency (LEA) will provide an update by 
October 1, 2013, to all families of Forestville Union Elementary School, explaining the 
waiving of California Education Code (EC) Section 37202(a) allowing transitional 
kindergarten (TK) students to attend school for fewer minutes than kindergarten 
students. Also, the local school board will provide an agenda item at their October 2013 
school board meeting to explain the waiver of EC Section 37202(a) and to inform the 
public.  
 
 
SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES 
 
Forestville Union Elementary School District (FUESD) is requesting to waive EC Section 
37202, the equity length of time requirement for TK and kindergarten programs. EC 
Section 37202 requires that all students at a given grade level in a district receive "an 
equal length" of instructional time. The minimum length of instructional time that must be 
offered to constitute a school day for kindergarten students is 180 minutes. The 
maximum school day in kindergarten is four hours (EC 46110).  
 
FUESD is not a participant in extended-day kindergarten classes that are operated as 
part of an early primary program (pursuant to EC 8970-8974) which allows kindergarten 
to exceed the four-hour maximum instructional day otherwise applicable to them 
(pursuant to EC 46111). The longer kindergarten day was a local decision. 
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FUESD is located in Forestville, California and is a small rural single school district with 
375 students in pre-kindergarten through grade eight. The TK students attend school 
daily for the minimum length of time (180 minutes) and the kindergarten students attend 
school daily for 385 minutes. As the district established TK for the first time this year, 
the kindergarten and TK teachers asked for clarity from their Interim Superintendent 
regarding TK program implementation. The district was informed by their local county 
office that the attendance time for TK had to be equal to that of the kindergarten 
classes. The Interim Superintendent contacted the CDE and this information was 
confirmed. The district leadership and parents agree that the shorter day is 
developmentally appropriate for the TK students. 
 
Because this is a general waiver, if the SBE decides to deny the waiver, it must 
cite one of the seven reasons in EC 33051(a), available at 
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=edc&group=33001-
34000&file=33050-33053 
 
Demographic Information: Forestville Union Elementary School District has a student 
population of 375 and is located in a rural city in Sonoma County.  
 
Authority for Waiver: EC Section 33050 
 
Period of request: July 1, 2013, through June 30, 2014 
 
Local board approval date(s): May 9, 2013 
 
Public hearing held on date(s): May 9, 2013 
 
Bargaining unit(s) consulted on date(s): May 2, 2013 
 
Name of bargaining unit/representative(s) consulted: Ramona Robertson, 
President, Forestville Teacher’s Association 
 
Position of bargaining unit(s) (choose only one):  

  Neutral                         Support                       Oppose:  
 
Comments (if appropriate): 
 
Public hearing advertised by (choose one or more): 

 posting in a newspaper       posting at each school           other (posted in three 
places and on the schools’ website) 
 
 
Advisory committee(s) consulted: District Advisory Committee (which also serves as 
SSC) 
  
Objections raised (choose one):   None        Objections are as follows: 

http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=edc&group=33001-34000&file=33050-33053
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=edc&group=33001-34000&file=33050-33053
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Date(s) consulted: May 2, 2013 
 
FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE) 
 
Approval of this waiver would have no known fiscal impact. 
 
ATTACHMENT(S) 
 
Attachment 1:  Forestville Union Elementary School District General Waiver Request  

  (2 pages) (Original waiver request is signed and on file in the Waiver 
Office) 
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California Department of Education 
WAIVER SUBMISSION - General 
 
CD Code: 4970680  Waiver Number: 28-5-2013  Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 5/28/2013 10:11:26 AM 
 
Local Education Agency: Forestville Union Elementary School District  
Address: 6321 Highway 116 
Forestville, CA 95436 
 
Start: 7/1/2013  End: 6/30/2014 
 
Waiver Renewal: N 
Previous Waiver Number:   Previous SBE Approval Date:  
 
Waiver Topic: Equity Length of Time 
Ed Code Title: Equity Length of Time  
Ed Code Section: 37202 
Ed Code Authority: 33050 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: "...the governing board of a school district shall maintain all of the 
elementary day schools established by it for an equal length of time during the school year and 
all of the day high schools established by it for an equal length of time during the school year." 
 
Outcome Rationale: We have a small rural single school district that serves 375 students in pre-
K through 8th grade.  We only have 2 - 3 students eligible for transitional kindergarten (TK) each 
year.  Our regular kindergarten class is from 8:30 to 2:55 each day.  We would like to have our 
TK program be contained within the two kindergarten classes each day from 8:30 to 11:30 each 
day.  We have offered a partial day 180 minute program for TK students this year and did not 
know the program was supposed to be the same length of day as our regular K program.  We 
will provide developmentally appropriate curriculum and activities for the TK students in the 
regular K classes each day.  We are currently studying TK and would like to have next year to 
fine-tune the program. 
 
Student Population: 375 
 
City Type: Rural 
 
Public Hearing Date: 5/9/2013 
Public Hearing Advertised: Posted in three locations around the district with the regular board 
agenda 
 
Local Board Approval Date: 5/9/2013 
 
Committee/Council Reviewed By: District Advisory Committee (which also serves as SSC) 
Committee/Council Reviewed Date: 5/2/2013 
Committee/Council Objection: N 
Committee/Council Objection Explanation:  
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Audit Penalty YN: N 
 
Categorical Program Monitoring: N 
 
Submitted by: Dr. Scott Mahoney 
Position: Interim Superintendent 
E-mail: smahoney@forestvilleusd.org 
Telephone: 707-887-2279 x7701 
Fax: 707-887-2185 
 
Bargaining Unit Date: 05/02/2013 
Name: Forestville Teacher's Association (FTA) 
Representative: Ramona Robertson 
Title: FTA President 
Position: Support 
Comments 
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California Department of Education 
Executive Office 
SBE-005 General (REV. 05/2013) ITEM #W-08  
  
 CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION 

 
SEPTEMBER 2013 AGENDA 

 
 General Waiver 

SUBJECT 
 

Request by Dunsmuir Joint Union High School District to waive a 
portion of California Education Code Section 35330(b)(3) to 
authorize expenditure of school district funds for students to travel to 
Oregon and Nevada to attend economically prudent curricular and 
extracurricular trips/events and competitions.  
 
Waiver Number: 6-6-2013  

 
 Action 

 
 

 Consent 
 

 
 
SUMMARY OF THE ISSUE(S) 
 
Dunsmuir Joint Union High School District (DJUHSD) requests a waiver of California 
Education Code (EC) Section 35330(b)(3) to allow its students to travel to Oregon and 
Nevada to attend economically prudent curricular and extracurricular trips/events and 
competitions. 
 
The California Department of Education (CDE) recommends approval of this waiver 
request.  
 
Authority for Waiver: EC Section 33050 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 

  Approval    Approval with conditions    Denial 
  
The CDE recommends approval to waive a portion of EC Section 35330(b)(3) to 
authorize expenditures of school district funds for DJUHSD students to travel to Oregon 
and Nevada to attend economically prudent curricular and extracurricular trips/events 
and competitions.  
  
EC Section 33051(b) will apply, and the district is not required to reapply annually if the 
information contained on the request remains current. 
 
SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES 
 
EC Section 35330(b)(3) states, “…no expenses of pupils participating in a field trip or 
excursion to other state, the District of Columbia, or a foreign country authorized by this 
section shall be paid with school district funds.” 
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The DJUHSD requests a waiver of EC Section 35330(b)(3). The DJUHSD is located in 
the far northern part of California, approximately 60 miles from the Oregon border, and 
is a geographically rural and isolated area.  
 
The availability of events nearby in California is limited and there are opportunities in 
Oregon and Nevada for the students that are not available in the district’s area. Events, 
trips, meets, and competitions in California (in all curricular and extracurricular areas) 
are much further away and cost prohibitive. On October 21, 2013, the students will be 
traveling to Nevada to compete in a football game.  
 
Based on the reasons provided by the district for traveling to Oregon and Nevada, the 
CDE recommends approval of this waiver request to attend curricular and 
extracurricular trips/events in Oregon and Nevada.  
 
Demographic Information: The DJUHSD has a student population of 90 and is located 
in the town of Dunsmuir in rural Siskiyou County. 
 
Because this is a general waiver, if the SBE decides to deny the waiver, it must 
cite one of the seven reasons in EC Section 33051(a), available at 
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=edc&group=33001-
34000&file=33050-33053.   
 
SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND ACTION 
 
The SBE has approved all similar waivers in the past. The SBE approved waiver #23-4-
2010, waiver #10-12-2009, and waiver #4-12-2008 for the DJUHSD to travel to Oregon. 
This waiver request is to cover all curricular and extracurricular trips/events and 
competitions in Oregon and Nevada until June 30, 2015.  
 
FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE) 
 
There is no statewide fiscal impact of waiver approval or denial. 
 
ATTACHMENT(S) 
 
Attachment 1:  List of Information Regarding This Waiver. (1 page) 
 
Attachment 2:  DJUHSD General Waiver Request Waiver # 6-6-2013 (2 pages)  
                       (Original waiver request is signed and on file in the Waiver Office.)

http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=edc&group=33001-34000&file=33050-33053
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=edc&group=33001-34000&file=33050-33053
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District Requesting Out-of-State Use of Funds and Transportation Allowances 
Education Code Section 35330(b)(3) 

 

Waiver 
Number 

District/County 
and District 

Code 
Period of 
Request 

District’s 
Request 

CDE 
Recommended  

Action 

Local Board 
Approval 

Date 

*Bargaining Unit, 
Representative(s) 
Consulted, Date, 

and Position 

Potential Annual 
Penalty Without 

Waiver 
Fiscal 
Status 

Previous 
Waivers 

6-6-2013 

Dunsmuir Joint 
Union High 
School District 

Requested: 
July 1, 2013 to 
June 30, 2015 

 
Recommended: 
July 1, 2013 to 
June 30, 2015 

To allow its 
students to travel 

to Oregon and 
Nevada to attend 

curricular and 
extracurricular 

trips/events and 
competitions. Approval 6/12/2013 

DHS Unit/S. 
Siskiyou Co. 

Teachers 
Association, Pam 

May, Teacher, 
5/15/2013 
Support 

No statewide fiscal 
impact of waiver 

approval or denial Positive 

Yes 
 

23-4-2010, 
10-12-2009, 
4-12-2008 
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California Department of Education 
WAIVER SUBMISSION - General 
 
CD Code: 4770250 Waiver Number: 6-6-2013  Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 6/14/2013 2:43:36 PM 
 
Local Education Agency: Dunsmuir Joint Union High School District  
Address: 5805 High School Way 
Dunsmuir, CA 96025 
 
Start: 7/1/2013  End: 6/30/2015 
 
Waiver Renewal: N 
Previous Waiver Number:  Previous SBE Approval Date:  
 
Waiver Topic: Out-of-State Use of Funds and Transportation Allowances 
Ed Code Title: Out-of-State Use of Funds and Transportation Allowances  
Ed Code Section: 35330(d)  
Ed Code Authority: 33050 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: "no expense of pupils participating in a field trip or excursion to any 
other state, the District of Columbia, or a foreign country authorized by this section shall be paid 
with school district funds." 
 
Outcome Rationale: The DJUHSD has in effect Waiver # 23-4-2010-W-11 to authorize travel to 
Oregon to attend curricular and extra-curricular trips/events and competitions.  We would like to 
request a new waiver to include Oregon and Nevada. 
 
Our location near the Oregon Border (approx. 60 miles).  The availability of events nearby in 
California are very limited.  Events/trips/meets/competitions in California (in all curricular and 
extra-curricular areas) are much farther away and cost prohibitive. 
 
Events/trips/meets/competitions for our Necessary Small School are limited and there are 
opportunities in Nevada and Oregon for our students that they cannot get in our area. 
 
Student Population: 90 
 
City Type: Rural 
 
Public Hearing Date: 6/12/2013 
Public Hearing Advertised: Web page, local newspapers, local library, Siskiyou Co. Office of Ed, 
local elementary schools 
 
Local Board Approval Date: 6/12/2013 
 
Community Council Reviewed By: Site Council  
Community Council Reviewed Date: 5/22/2013 
Community Council Objection: N 
Community Council Objection Explanation:  
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Audit Penalty YN: N 
 
Categorical Program Monitoring: N 
 
Submitted by: Mr. Len Foreman 
Position: Superintendent/Principal 
E-mail: kim@sisnet.ssku.k12.ca.us 
Telephone: 530-235-4835 
Fax: 530-235-4835 
 
Bargaining Unit Date: 05/15/2013 
Name: DHS Unit/S. Siskiyou Co. Teachers Assoc CTANEA (California Teachers Association 
National Education Association) 
Representative: Pam May 
Title: Teacher 
Position: Support 
Comments:  
 
 
 



 

 

 

 

 

California State Board of Education  
Meeting Agenda Items for September 4, 2013 

 

ITEM W-09 
 



Revised:  8/27/2013 3:46 PM 

California Department of Education 
Executive Office 
SBE-005 General (REV. 08/2011) ITEM #W-09  
  
 CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION 

 
SEPTEMBER 2013 AGENDA 

 
 General Waiver 

SUBJECT 
 

Request by Weaver Union School District to waive California Education 
Code sections 15102 and portions of 15268 related to bonded 
indebtedness limits. Total bonded indebtedness may not exceed 1.25 
percent of the taxable assessed valuation of property for elementary 
school districts. Depending on the type of bond, a tax rate levy limit of 
$30 per $100,000 of assessed value for elementary school districts may 
also apply.  
 
Waiver Number: 23-5-2013 
 

 

 Action 
 
 

 Consent 
 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 

  Approval    Approval with conditions    Denial 
  
The California Department of Education (CDE) recommends that the bonded 
indebtedness limits be waived with the following conditions: (1) the period of request 
does not exceed the recommended period on Attachment 1, (2) the total bonded 
indebtedness limit does not exceed the recommended new maximum shown on 
Attachment 1, (3) the district does not exceed the statutory tax rate, (4) the waiver is 
limited to the sale of bonds approved by the voters on the measure noted on 
Attachment 1, (5) the district obtain approval from the Citizens’ Oversight Committee 
before issuing any bonds, and (6) Capital Appreciation Bonds (CABs) are not issued 
subsequent to approval of the waiver if the debt ratio goes above the statutory tax rate 
limit. 
 
SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND ACTION 
 
The State Board of Education (SBE) has approved all bond limit waiver requests limited 
to the sale of already authorized bonds and at the tax rate levy stated on the bond 
measure. 
 
Note, the SBE has never approved a waiver that would allow the district to exceed the 
statutory tax rate levy. 
 
SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES 
 
To raise funds to build or renovate school facilities, with voter authorization, school 
districts may issue general obligation (G.O.) bonds. Prior to 2001, districts needed a  
two-thirds approval. In November 2000, districts were given another option for 
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authorizing and issuing bonds when California voters passed Proposition 39, which 
allows school bonds to be approved with a 55 percent majority vote if the district abides 
by several administrative requirements, such as establishing an independent Citizens’ 
Oversight Committee to oversee the use of the funds. Once G.O. bonds are authorized, 
school districts issue the bonds in increments needed to fund their facility projects.  
 
When the voters authorize a local G.O. bond, they are simultaneously authorizing a 
property tax increase to pay the principal and interest on the bond. For Proposition 39 
bonds, California Education Code (EC) sections 15268 and 15270(a) limit the tax rate 
levy authorized in each election to $30 per $100,000 of taxable property for high school 
and elementary school districts, and $60 per $100,000 for unified school districts. The 
EC does not provide tax rate levy limits for non-Proposition 39 bonds; however, an 
estimate of the tax rate levy required to repay the bonds is included in the voter 
pamphlet. 
 
The EC also provides limits related to a district’s total bonded indebtedness. The EC 
sections 15102 and 15268 limit an elementary or high school district’s total G.O. bond 
indebtedness to 1.25 percent of the total assessed valuation of the district’s taxable 
property, whereas EC sections 15106 and 15270(a) limit a unified school district’s to  
2.5 percent.  
 
Because the limits are based on assessed valuation, it can have disparate effects on 
districts of similar types. For example, a district with high assessed valuation can issue 
more in G.O. bonds before reaching the limit than a district with a similar number of 
students and facility needs, but a lower assessed valuation. Similarly, in the current time 
of declining property values, districts are seeing a decline in their bonding capacity.  
 
Without a waiver, school districts that are close to their bonding capacity must issue 
fewer bonds, delay the issuance of bonds until their assessed valuation increases, or 
obtain other, more expensive, non-bond financing to complete their projects, the costs 
of which could be paid from district general funds. Therefore, the CDE has historically 
recommended that the SBE approve related waiver requests. However, because it is 
the CDE’s assumption that the average voter is unaware tax rate levy limits could be 
changed by the SBE through a waiver process, to ensure that a waiver approval does 
not have an adverse effect on local approval of future bond measures, the CDE has 
always recommended that the waiver be approved on the condition that the statutory 
tax rate levies are not exceeded at the time the bonds are issued.  
 
Capital Appreciation Bonds (CABs) are loans that, typically, require no payments for a 
number of years. Essentially, the interest that accrues during this nonpayment period is 
financed and compounded over the bond term. The CABs allow schools to issue bonds 
without exceeding state or locally imposed caps on property taxes, at least in the short 
term. However, lengthy delays in repayment coupled with sometimes 40-year terms, 
increases interest expenses, which in some cases has resulted in taxpayers paying as 
much as ten times the amount borrowed. The potential long-term effects also merit 
concern. While delaying payments solves short-term problems, in the future when 
taxpayers are being taxed in order to make CAB payments, it could negatively affect the 
district’s ability to raise additional capital in order to modernize the buildings that the 
CABs financed.  
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The CDE recognizes that there may be a reasonable justification for issuing CABs. 
However, due to the recent concerns regarding the issuance of CABs and their 
sometimes exorbitant costs, the State Superintendent of Public Instruction and the State 
Treasurer are urging school districts to impose a moratorium on issuing CABs until the 
Legislature and the Governor decide on reforms for the CABs issuance process. 
Assemblywoman Joan Buchanan is proposing legislation, Assembly Bill 182, in which 
local educational agencies must meet certain requirement and provide transparency 
before issuing CABs. By waiving the limit on total bonded indebtedness, a district could 
be allowed to issue CABs that it might not otherwise be allowed to issue.  
 
The Weaver Union School District (District) is requesting a waiver of the EC sections 
pertaining to the district’s total bonded indebtedness in order to issue bonds recently 
approved by voters in November 2012. In June 2000 and June 2006, the voters 
approved G.O. bonds in the amount of $2.8 million and $16.5 million, respectively. All of 
the bonds have been issued. On November 6, 2012, 56.1 percent of the District voters 
approved a $9 million Proposition 39 bond for construction, modernization, upgrades, 
and repairs of school facilities district-wide.  
 
The District’s current debt ratio is 1.47 percent of the assessed valuation of taxable 
property; therefore the District is unable to issue any of the new authorized bonds. 
According to the District, if the waiver is approved as requested, an increased cap on 
debt to assessed value of up to 2.26 percent would allow the district to issue $6 million 
in 30-year current interest bonds and remain within the tax rate levy of $30 per 
$100,000 of taxable property.  
 
One of the key requirements of Proposition 39 is that it establishes an independent 
Citizens’ Oversight Committee to ensure funds are used for the purposes outlined in the 
bond. The District consulted with each school site council at all three schools which did 
not raise any objections. However, the District did not consult nor provide the Citizens’ 
Oversight Committee with any information on the waiver request being presented to the 
SBE.  
 
The District stated it is not planning to issue CABs as part of its next series of bonds. 
However, the District indicated that CABs may be issued in the future. The CDE notes 
that based on the District’s analysis, the District will be unable to issue the remaining  
$3 million bond authority ($3 million based on district request of $6 million) until year 
2043, without issuing CABs. 
 
The CDE has reviewed the waiver and the District’s schedule of assessed valuation and 
principal reduction to estimate the period of time that the district will be above the 1.25 
percent statutory requirement as noted on Attachment 1. The CDE recommends that 
the bonded indebtedness limits be waived with the following conditions: (1) the period of 
request does not exceed the recommended period on Attachment 1, (2) the total 
bonded indebtedness limit does not exceed the recommended new maximum shown on 
Attachment 1, (3) the district does not exceed the statutory tax rate, (4) the waiver is 
limited to the sale of bonds approved by the voters on the measure noted on 
Attachment 1, (5) the district obtain approval from the Citizens’ Oversight Committee 
before issuing any bonds, and (6) CABs are not issued subsequent to approval of the 
waiver if the debt ratio goes above the statutory tax rate limit. 
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Demographic Information: The Weaver Union School District has a student population 
of 2,625 and is located in a rural area in Merced County.  
 
Because this is a general waiver, if the SBE decides to deny the waiver, it must 
cite one of the seven reasons in EC 33051(a), available at 
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=edc&group=33001-
34000&file=33050-33053 
 

FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE) 
 
Approval of the waiver would allow the district to accelerate the issuance of 
voter-approved bonds to avoid serious financial stress to the district’s general fund. 
 
ATTACHMENT(S) 
 
Attachment 1: List of Waiver Number(s), District(s), and Information Regarding Each 

Waiver. (1 page) 
 
Attachment 2:  Weaver Union School District General Waiver Request  

23-5-2013 (5 pages) (The original signed waiver request and any 
attachments are on file in the Waiver Office.)  

http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=edc&group=33001-34000&file=33050-33053
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=edc&group=33001-34000&file=33050-33053
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District(s) Requesting Increase in Bond Indebtedness Limits 
 

California Education Code (EC) sections 15102 and 15268 prohibit elementary and high school districts from issuing bonds in excess of 1.25 
percent of the assessed valuation of a district’s taxable property. EC sections 15106 and 15270(a) prohibit unified school districts from 
issuing bonds in excess of 2.5 percent of the assessed valuation of a district’s taxable property. EC sections 15268 and 15270(a) limit bonds 
authorized by a 55 percent majority in elementary and high school districts to $30 per $100,000 of taxable property per election and unified 
school districts to $60 per $100,000. 

 

 
 
    Created by the California Department of Education    
    July 10, 2013 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Waiver 
Number 

District 
County/Distric

t Code 

Requested 
Period 

 
Recommended 

Condition 

Total Bonded 
Indebtedness 
Limit and Tax 

Rate per $100,000 
Assessed 

Valuation Allowed 
by Law or Noted 

on Voter 
Pamphlet 

District’s 
Request 

CDE 
Recommended 
(New Maximum) 

Bargaining Unit, 
Representatives 

Consulted, 
Date/Position 

Local 
Board 

and 
Public 

Hearing 
Approval 

Date 

Advisory 
Committee 
Consulted, 

Date/Position 

Previous 
Waivers? 

 
Prior Capital 
Appreciation 

Bonds (CABs)? 
 

LEA Issuing CABs 
Under This 

Waiver? 

23-5-2013 

Weaver Union  
Elementary 
School District 
24-65862 

Requested:  
February 1, 2013 
to December 31, 

2024 
 

Recommended: 
September 13, 

2013 to December 
31, 2024 

Debt Limit 1.25% 
 

Tax Rate $30.00 
Voter Pamphlet 

$30.00 

 
Debt Limit 2.26% 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Tax Rate $30.00 

Debt Limit 2.26% 
Limited to Sale of 
Bonds Approved 
by Voters on the 
November 2012 

Election 
 

Tax Rate $30.00 

Weaver Elementary 
Teachers Association, 

Melissa Sanders, 
President 

2/7/13 
Support 

Weaver Federation of 
Educational 

Employees, Stephanie 
Calderon, President 

2/12/13 
Support 2/13/13 

District Site 
Councils  
4/24/13 

No Objections 

No 
 

Yes: 
8/30/2000 
8/22/2002 
8/17/2006 
8/07/2007 

 
Possibly 
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California Department of Education 
WAIVER SUBMISSION - General 
 
CD Code: 2465862 Waiver Number: 23-5-2013  Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 5/23/2013 9:11:58 AM 
 
Local Education Agency: Weaver Union School District   
Address: 3076 East Childs Ave. 
Merced, CA 95340 
 
Start: 2/1/2013  End: 12/31/2024 
 
Waiver Renewal: N 
Previous Waiver Number:   Previous SBE Approval Date:  
 
Waiver Topic: School Construction Bonds 
Ed Code Title: Bond Indebtedness Limit – Non-Unified after 2000 
Ed Code Section: 15268 
Ed Code Authority: 33050 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: Education Code Section 15268.  The total amount of bonds issued, 
including bonds issued pursuant to Chapter 1 (commencing with Section 15100), shall not 
exceed 1.25% of the taxable property of the district as shown by the last equalized assessment 
of the county or counties in which the district is located. 
 
Outcome Rationale: The District requests that its outstanding bonded indebtedness limit be 
increased to an amount not to exceed 2.26% through and until December 31, 2023.  Due to 
slight decreases in assessed valuation of taxable property within the District, the District is 
currently unable to access its new general obligation bond authorization received from the 
District’s voters on November 6, 2012 in the amount of $9,000,000.00 for its capital facilities 
needs.  Over the last ten years, the District has grown by more than 1,000 students from 1,562 
to 2,625.  In 2007, the District opened a new elementary school, Farmdale Elementary, to help 
reduce overcrowding.  Unfortunately, the new school only partially and temporarily relieved the 
overcrowding.  The District requires at least one more elementary school to accommodate its 
current student enrollment.  The District has relied on portable classrooms to accommodate 
student growth and today, one in every three classrooms, is a portable.  Prior to opening 
Farmdale, the District had to add eight portable classrooms on that site to accommodate District 
students.   
 
In addition to the urgent need to build a new elementary school, Weaver Middle School, built in 
the 1940s, urgently needs to be modernized to accommodate the District’s educational 
programming and to replace portables with permanent classrooms.   
 
District voters approved Measure “G” anticipating these new school facilities.  The sale of 
Measure “G” bonds is only possible if the State grants the waiver.  Approval of this waiver will 
allow the District to access the approved Measure “G” bonds and provide the local match for 
State grants under the State School Facilities Program. The District is eligible for both new 
construction grants at the K-6 and 7-8 grade levels and modernization grants at Weaver Middle 
School.  The District is eligible for approximately $8.6 million dollars from the State in matching 
funds for its New Construction and Modernization projects.  
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Approval of this waiver request would allow the District to house its increased student 
population in new permanent facilities, provide much needed modernization to its aging facilities 
and access State funds by providing the local match under the State’s School Facilities 
Program. 
 
Attached to this waiver request is a table representing Historical Assessed Values for Fiscal 
Years 2000-2001 through 2012-2013, a Summary of General Obligation Bond Indebtedness 
versus Projected Debt Limits, together with the Tax Rate Analysis.  Based on the Tax Rate 
Analysis figures, the District anticipates that the tax rate will not exceed $30.00 per year per 
$100,000.00 of taxable property value for the 2012 election, should the California Department of 
Education grant this waiver request 
 
The Weaver Union School District is located in the southeast edge of the City of Merced, 
California.  The county of Merced is known as the “Gateway to Yosemite” and the city is only 80 
miles from the entrance of Yosemite National Park.  Merced is home to the newest University of 
California (UC) campus, which opened in 2005.  The District encompasses about 125 square 
miles and provides education to residents residing in Merced city and county boundaries.  
 
Weaver Union School District has been described as a “hidden jewel.” It serves approximately 
2,600 students in grades K-8. The District consists of two K-5 elementary schools and one 6-8 
middle school which operate on a single-track year-round calendar.  In addition, the District runs 
a state preschool program which occupies facilities on the middle school campus and serves 
approximately ___ students.  The District employs approximately 225 employees. 
 
The school community enjoys the richness of an ethnically diverse population. The student 
population is approximately 55% Hispanic, 21% Asian, 7% African-American and 16% 
Caucasian.  Approximately 39% of the students are considered English Language Learners and 
86% receive free or reduced price lunches. 
 
Despite the recent recession and a decline in residential development, District enrollment 
continued to increase and this trend is expected to continue in the next few years. 
 
Student Population: 2625 
 
City Type: Rural 
 
Public Hearing Date: 2/13/2013 
Public Hearing Advertised: The public hearing was advertised in the local newspaper, the 
Merced Sun-Star, and at each school site. 
 
Local Board Approval Date: 2/13/2013 
 
Committee/Council Reviewed By: The District has a site council at each of its three schools.  
The three site councils were consulte 
Committee/Council Reviewed Date: 4/24/2013 
Committee/Council Objection: N 
Committee/Council Objection Explanation:  
 
Audit Penalty YN: N 
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Categorical Program Monitoring: N 
 
Submitted by: Mr. John Curry 
Position: Superintendent 
E-mail: jcurry@weaverusd.k12.ca.us 
Telephone: 209-723-7606 x11 
Fax:  
 
Bargaining Unit Date: 02/07/2013 
Name: Weaver Elementary Teacher Association (WETA) 
Representative: Melissa Sanders 
Title: President 
Position: Support 
Comments:  
 
Bargaining Unit Date: 02/12/2013 
Name: Weaver Federation of Educational Employees 
Representative: Stephanie Calderon 
Title: President 
Position: Support 
Comments:  
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Weaver Union School District 

Assessed Valuation 

   
FYE Total 

% 
Change 

2002-03 $378,002,389 
 2003-04 $416,846,699 10.28% 

2004-05 $494,531,842 18.64% 
2005-06 $628,076,671 27.00% 
2006-07 $879,643,714 40.05% 
2007-08 $1,027,540,143 16.81% 
2008-09 $948,729,168 -7.67% 

2009-10 $824,369,824 
-

13.11% 
2010-11 $776,825,833 -5.77% 
2011-12 $763,235,798 -1.75% 
2012-13 $760,777,513 -0.32% 
Average 

 
8.42% 

 
 

Weaver Union School District 
Waiver Request Calculation 

    
Total Assessed Value (2013) 760,777,513 
Statutory Debt Limit (% of AV) 1.25% 
Statutory Debt Limit 9,509,719 
Total Outstanding Debt ($) 11,159,225 
Net Debt Capacity (1,649,506) 
Total Outstanding Debt (% of AV) 1.47% 
Authorized but Unissued Debt 9,000,000 
Proposed New Debt Issuance 6,000,000 
Waiver Request 2.26% 
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Weaver Union School District 
Authorized, Issued and Outstanding General Obligation Bonds 

                
Election Amount 

Authorized Series Issue Date Purpose Amount  
Sold 

Amount 
Outstanding 

Final  
Payment 

                
Jun 6, 2000 2,800,000 2000A Aug 30, 2000 projects 1,432,648 667,648 2025 

    2002B Aug 22, 2002 projects 1,367,340 1,047,340 2027 
      Total 2,799,988 1,714,988   
              
                

Jun 6, 2006 9,800,000 2006A Aug 30, 2006 projects 5,099,994 4,794,994 2031 
    2007B Aug 21, 2007 projects 1,249,246 1,199,246 2032 
    2007C Aug 21, 2007 projects 3,449,997 3,449,997 2047 
      Total 9,799,237 9,444,237   
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California Department of Education 
Executive Office 
SBE-005 General (REV. 08/2011) ITEM #W-10  
  

CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION 
 

SEPTEMBER 2013 AGENDA 
 

 General Waiver 
SUBJECT 
 

Request by Bonsall Union Elementary School District to waive 
California Education Code Section 35103, that requires the election 
for the initial governing board of a newly formed school district to be 
held in March. 
 
Waiver Number: 15-5-2013 
  

 

 Action 
 
 

 Consent 
 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 

  Approval    Approval with conditions    Denial 
 
SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND ACTION 
 
At its July 2012 meeting, the California State Board of Education (SBE) approved a 
proposal for the formation of the new Bonsall Unified School District (USD) and a 
waiver request to allow an interim board for that district to be appointed by the San 
Diego County Superintendent of Schools (County Superintendent).   
 
Also, this district meets the criteria for the SBE Streamlined Waiver Policy, 
http://www.cde.ca.gov/re/lr/wr/documents/sbestreamlined.doc, achieving an 
Academic Performance Index (API) of 800 or above in the current scoring cycle. 
Bonsall Union Elementary School District (UESD) has a 2012 Growth API of 891. 
 
SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES 
 
The Bonsall UESD requests that the SBE waive California Education Code (EC) Section 
35103 in order to allow the election for the first governing board for the newly formed 
Bonsall USD to be consolidated with the November 2014 general election rather than be 
conducted at a special election in March 2014. The current board of the Bonsall USD is 
an interim board appointed by the County Superintendent. EC Section 35103 requires 
that the first governing board of a newly formed district (for which an interim board has 
been appointed) be elected at a March election. However, a Bonsall USD governing 
board election in March would result in a special election for the Bonsall USD (and thus, 
a significant increase in election costs for the district). The County Superintendent, who 
supports this waiver request, has stated that a special governing board election will cost 
the Bonsall USD between $140,000 and $160,000, while the district’s costs for the 
same election consolidated with the November 2014 general election will be between 
$7,400 and $10,000. 
 

http://www.cde.ca.gov/re/lr/wr/documents/sbestreamlined.doc
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At the July 2012 SBE meeting, the SBE approved the proposal for the formation of the 
new Bonsall USD and the new unified district subsequently was approved by voters at 
the November 2012 election. At a January 8, 2013 meeting, the San Diego County 
Board of Supervisors approved the order to create the new Bonsall USD—thus, 
pursuant to EC Section 35534, the new Bonsall USD will begin operations July 1, 2014. 
 
Typically, the election for the first governing board of a new unified district would be held 
at the same time as the election on the proposed unification. However, since the SBE 
approved the unification proposal in July 2012, there was not enough time before the 
November 2012 election date to place the governing board election on the ballot (an 
additional filing period is required for governing board elections). To avoid the cost of a 
special election for the first governing board and to maximize the time the new board 
would have to plan for the new district, the Bonsall UESD requested that the SBE 
approve a waiver that would allow the County Superintendent to appoint an interim 
governing board. The SBE, at its July 2012 meeting, approved that request (which 
explicitly stated the intention that the interim board would serve until the November 
2014 election). The Bonsall UESD subsequently realized that EC Section 35103 
requires a March 2014 election for the first governing board of the new unified district.  
 
Thus, this waiver, if approved, will mirror the original intent of the July 2012 waiver 
approved by the SBE—that the cost of a special election is avoided and that the terms 
for the members of the interim board expire following certification of the results of a 
November 2014 election of the first board. The approved waiver request will eliminate 
the requirement for a March 2014 special election and will permit the election to be held 
in November 2014 when it can be consolidated with the general election (in accordance 
with existing statutes).  
 
The California Department of Education (CDE) determines that none of the grounds 
specified in EC Section 33051 that authorize denial of a waiver exist. The CDE 
recommends that the SBE approve the waiver request.  
 
Because this is a general waiver, if the SBE decides to deny the waiver, it must 
cite one of the seven reasons in EC 33051(a), available at 
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=edc&group=33001-
34000&file=33050-33053 
 
Authority for Waiver: EC Section 33050 
 
Demographic Information: The Bonsall UESD has a student population of 2,087 and 
is located in a small residential and farming community in San Diego County. 
 
Period of request: May 8, 2013, to May 6, 2015  
 
Local board approval date(s): May 9, 2013 
 
Public hearing held on date(s): May 9, 2013 
 
Bargaining unit(s) consulted on date(s): California School Employees’ Association 
(CSEA): May 8, 2013; Bonsall Teachers’ Association (BTA): April 30, 2013. 

http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=edc&group=33001-34000&file=33050-33053
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=edc&group=33001-34000&file=33050-33053
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Name of bargaining unit/representative(s) consulted: CSEA: Teresa Suarez, 
President; BTA: John Bossaller, Bargaining Chair. 
 
Position of bargaining unit(s) (choose only one):  

  Neutral                         Support                       Oppose:  
 
Comments (if appropriate): 
 
Public hearing advertised by (choose one or more): 

 posting in a newspaper       posting at each school           other (specify):  
     District Website 
 
Advisory committee(s) consulted: Bonsall Elementary, Bonsall West Elementary, and 
Sullivan Middle school site councils; English Language Advisory Committee; Parent 
Teacher Association; Charter Council. 
 
Objections raised (choose one):   None        Objections are as follows: 
 
Date(s) consulted: April 24, 2013. 
 
FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE) 
 
Approval of the waiver request will not have negative fiscal effects on any local or state 
agency. Failure to approve the waiver request will result in additional costs to the school 
district (between $130,000 and $152,600) for a special election for the first governing 
board of the district. 
 
ATTACHMENT(S) 
 
Attachment 1: Bonsall Union Elementary School District General Waiver Request  
 8-5-2012. (2 Pages) (Original waiver request is signed and on file in 

the Waiver Office.)  
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California Department of Education 
WAIVER SUBMISSION - General 
 
CD Code: 3767975 Waiver Number: 15-5-2013  Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 5/21/2013 8:34:42 AM 
 
Local Education Agency: Bonsall Union Elementary School District  
Address: 31505 Old River Rd. 
Bonsall, CA 92003 
 
Start: 5/8/2013  End: 5/6/2015 
 
Waiver Renewal: N 
Previous Waiver Number:   Previous SBE Approval Date:  
 
Waiver Topic: School District Reorganization 
Ed Code Title: Elimination of Election Requirement  
Ed Code Section: 35103 
Ed Code Authority: 33050 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: 35103. [In newly formed districts for which an interim governing 
board is appointed by the county superintendent of schools, a governing board member election 
shall be held: (a) When the action necessary for the formation of a new school district is 
completed on or before the first of January of any odd-numbered year, on the first Tuesday after 
the first Monday in March of such year. (b) When the action necessary for the formation of a 
new school district is completed after the first of February of any year, whether even numbered 
or odd numbered, on the first Tuesday after the first Monday in March of the next succeeding 
year. The terms of the members elected at the initial election shall begin on the first day of April, 
and the terms of their predecessors shall expire on the 31st day of March, following the 
election.] 
 
Outcome Rationale: On July 19, 2012, the State Board of Education approved the formation of 
the Bonsall Unified School District. On the same date, the State Board also granted a waiver of 
portions of Education Code section 35100 and all of section 35101, to allow for the appointment 
of an interim board to serve the newly unified district prior to the election of a new governing 
board. The unification of Bonsall was approved by the electorate at the November 6, 2012 
election. On February 26, 2013, the San Diego County Board of Supervisors adopted a 
resolution creating a new unified school district within the boundaries of the Bonsall Union 
School District, thereby completing the action necessary for the formation of the district. As 
authorized by the remaining provisions of Education Code section 35100, the San Diego County 
Superintendent of Schools, on March 1, 2013, appointed the five current members of the 
Bonsall Union School District Governing Board to serve as the interim board of the new unified 
district. 
 
The intent of the current waiver request is to establish November 2014 as the date for the 
election of the new unified school district’s initial governing board. 
 
Education Code section 35103 specifies requirements for governing board member elections in 
newly formed districts in which an interim governing board has been appointed. Pursuant to this 
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Code section, the county superintendent of schools would be required to order a special 
election, to be held in March 2014, for the first governing board of the new unified district in 
Bonsall. The waiver will eliminate that requirement and will permit the election to be called in 
accordance with other applicable law, specifically Education Code section 35737. Section 
35737 provides that, in the absence of specifications for the election of the first governing board 
in the State Board’s plans and recommendations, the election of the first governing board shall 
take place at the first regular election following the passage of the reorganization proposal, that 
is, in November 2014. 
 
Holding the election in November 2014 will eliminate the excessive cost to the district of a 
special election and will be a first step in aligning the district’s governing board elections with 
those of all of the other school districts in San Diego County.  
 
Student Population: 2087 
 
City Type: Rural 
 
Public Hearing Date: 5/9/2013 
Public Hearing Advertised: Publication in Newspaper, posting at district office, at each school 
site, and on district website 
 
Local Board Approval Date: 5/9/2013 
 
Committee/Council Reviewed By: SSC; EL Committee; PTA; Charter Council 
Committee/Council Reviewed Date: 4/24/2013 
Committee/Council Objection: N 
Committee/Council Objection Explanation: 
 
Audit Penalty YN: N 
 
Categorical Program Monitoring: N 
 
Submitted by: Dr. Justin Cunningham 
Position: Superintendent 
E-mail: pam.eves@bonsallusd.com 
Telephone: 760-631-5200 x1001 
Fax: 760-941-4409 
 
Bargaining Unit Date: 04/30/2013 
Name: Bonsall Teachers Association (BTA) 
Representative: John Bossaller 
Title: BTA Bargaining Chair 
Position: Support 
Comments:  
 
Bargaining Unit Date: 05/08/2013 
Name: CSEA, Chapter #703 
Representative: Teresa Suarez 
Title: President, CSEA, Chapter #703 
Position: Support 
Comments:  
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California Department of Education 
Executive Office 
SBE-005 General (REV. 08/2011) ITEM #W-11  
  
 CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION 

 
SEPTEMBER 2013 AGENDA 

 
 General Waiver 

SUBJECT 
 

Request by Lodi Unified School District to waive California 
Education Code Section 5020, and portions of sections 5019, 5021, 
and 5030, that require a district-wide election to establish new 
trustee areas.  
 
Waiver Number: 21-6-2013 
  

 

 Action 
 
 

 Consent 
 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 

  Approval    Approval with conditions    Denial 
 
SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND ACTION 
 
The California State Board of Education (SBE) has approved numerous similar waiver 
requests—the most recent was a waiver request from the Empire Union Elementary 
School District at the July 2013 SBE meeting. 
 
SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES 
 
Approval of this waiver request would eliminate the election requirement for approval of 
trustee areas and a by-trustee-area method of election for future governing board 
elections in the Lodi Unified School District (USD) in San Joaquin County. Voters in the 
district will continue to elect all board members—however, if the waiver is approved, all 
board members will be elected by trustee areas, beginning with the next board election.  
 
The county committee on school district organization (county committee) has the 
authority to approve or disapprove the adoption of trustee areas and methods of 
election for school district governing board elections. Pursuant to California Education 
Code (EC) Section 5020, county committee approval of trustee areas and methods of 
election constitutes an order of election; thus, voters in the district have final approval.  
 
A number of districts in California are facing existing or potential litigation under the 
California Voting Rights Act of 2001 over their at-large election methods. To help protect 
itself from potential litigation, the Lodi USD is taking action to establish trustee areas 
and adopt a by-trustee-area method of election for the governing board. In order to 
establish these trustee areas and the method of election as expeditiously as possible, 
the district is requesting that the SBE waive the requirement that the trustee areas and 
the election method be approved at a district-wide election.  
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This waiver request has been reviewed by California Department of Education (CDE) 
staff and a determination has been made that: (1) the waiver was initiated by action of 
the governing board, and (2) there was no significant public opposition to the waiver at 
the public hearing held by the governing board. 
 
Only the election to establish trustee areas and election method will be eliminated by 
approval of the waiver request—voters in the school district will continue to elect all 
governing board members. Moreover, approval of the waivers will not eliminate any 
existing legal rights of currently seated board members.  
 
The CDE finds that none of the grounds specified in EC Section 33051, which authorize 
denial of a waiver, exist. The CDE recommends that the SBE approve the request by 
the Lodi USD to waive EC Section 5020 in its entirety and portions of EC sections 5019, 
5021, and 5030.  
 
Because this is a general waiver, if the SBE decides to deny the waiver, it must 
cite one of the seven reasons in EC 33051(a), available at 
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=edc&group=33001-
34000&file=33050-33053. 
 
Demographic Information: The Lodi USD has a student population of 28,448 and is 
located in a small city in San Joaquin County. 
 
Authority for Waiver: EC Section 33050 
 
Period of request: July 1, 2013, to June 29, 2015 (requested and recommended) 
 
Local board approval date(s): June 25, 2013 
 
Public hearing held on date(s): June 25, 2013 
 
Bargaining unit(s) consulted on date(s): California School Employees’ Association 
(CSEA): May 22, 2013; Lodi Education Association (LEA): May 23, 2013; Lodi Pupil 
Personnel Association (LPPA): May 16, 2013. 
 
Name of bargaining unit/representative(s) consulted: CSEA: Paula Calderon, 
President; LEA: Jeff Johnston, President; LPPA: Joni Kort, President 
 
Position of bargaining unit(s) (choose only one):  

  Neutral                         Support                       Oppose:  
 
Comments (if appropriate): 
 
Public hearing advertised by (choose one or more): 

 posting in a newspaper       posting at each school           other (specify) 
 

http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=edc&group=33001-34000&file=33050-33053
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=edc&group=33001-34000&file=33050-33053
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Advisory committee(s) consulted: District English Language Advisory Committee. 
 
Objections raised (choose one):   None        Objections are as follows:  
 
Date(s) consulted: May 9, 2013 
 
FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE) 
 
Approval of the waiver request will not have negative fiscal effects on any local or state 
agency. Failure to approve the waiver request will result in the additional costs to the 
district for a district-wide election. 
 
ATTACHMENT(S) 
 
Attachment 1: Lodi Unified School District General Waiver Request 21-6-2013. 
  (7 pages) (Original waiver request is signed and on file in the Waiver 

Office.) 
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California Department of Education 
WAIVER SUBMISSION - General 
 
CD Code: 3968585  Waiver Number: 21-6-2013  Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 6/26/2013 8:17:05 AM 
 
Local Education Agency: Lodi Unified Unified School District 
Address: 1305 East Vine St. 
Lodi, CA 95240 
 
Start: 7/1/2013  End: 6/29/2015 
 
Waiver Renewal: N 
Previous Waiver Number:      Previous SBE Approval Date:  
 
Waiver Topic: School District Reorganization 
Ed Code Title: Elimination of Election Requirement  
Ed Code Section: 5020 and portions of 5019, 5021, and 5030 
Ed Code Authority: 33050 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: § 5019. Trustee areas and size of school district governing boards; 
powers of county committee; proposal and hearing 
 
(a) Except in a school district governed by a board of education provided for in the charter of a 
city or city and county, in any school district or community college district, the county committee 
on school district organization may establish trustee areas, rearrange the boundaries of trustee 
areas, abolish trustee areas, and increase to seven or decrease to five the number of members 
of the governing board, or adopt one of the alternative methods of electing governing board 
members specified in Section 5030. 
 
(b) The county committee on school district organization may establish or abolish a common 
governing board for a high school district and an elementary school district within the 
boundaries of the high school district. The resolution of the county committee on school district 
organization approving the establishment or abolition of a common governing board shall be 
presented to the electors of the school districts as specified in Section 5020. 
 
(c) (1) A proposal to make the changes described in subdivision (a) or (b) may be initiated by 
the county committee on school district organization or made to the county committee on school 
district organization either by a petition signed by 5 percent or 50, whichever is less, of the 
qualified registered voters residing in a district in which there are 2,500 or fewer qualified 
registered voters, by 3 percent or 100, whichever is less, of the qualified registered voters 
residing in a district in which there are 2,501 to 10,000 qualified registered voters, by 1 percent 
or 250, whichever is less, of the qualified registered voters residing in a district in which there 
are 10,001 to 50,000 qualified registered voters, by 500 or more of the qualified registered 
voters residing in a district in which there are 50,001 to 100,000 qualified registered voters, by 
750 or more of the qualified registered voters residing in a district in which there are 100,001 to 
250,000 qualified registered voters, or by 1,000 or more of the qualified registered voters 
residing in a district in which there are 250,001 or more qualified registered voters or by 
resolution of the governing board of the district. For this purpose, the necessary signatures for a 
petition shall be obtained within a period of 180 days before the submission of the petition to the 
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county committee on school district organization and the number of qualified registered voters in 
the district shall be determined pursuant to the most recent report submitted by the county 
elections official to the Secretary of State under Section 2187 of the Elections Code. 
 
(2) When a proposal is made pursuant to paragraph (1), the county committee on school district 
organization shall call and conduct at least one hearing in the district on the matter. At the 
conclusion of the hearing, the county committee on school district organization shall approve or 
disapprove the proposal. 
  
(d) If the county committee on school district organization approves pursuant to subdivision (a) 
[the rearrangement of the] boundaries of trustee areas for a particular district, then the 
[rearrangement of the] trustee areas shall be effectuated for the next district election occurring 
at least 120 days after [its] approval, [unless at least 5 percent of the registered voters of the 
district sign a petition requesting an election on the proposed rearrangement of trustee area 
boundaries. The petition for an election shall be submitted to the county elections official within 
60 days of the proposal's adoption by the county committee on school district organization. If 
the qualified registered voters approve pursuant to subdivision (b) or (c) the rearrangement of 
the boundaries to the trustee areas for a particular district, the rearrangement of the trustee 
areas shall be effective for the next district election occurring at least 120 days after its approval 
by the voters.] 
 
[§ 5020. Presentation of proposal to electors] 
 
[(a) The resolution of the county committee approving a proposal to establish or abolish trustee 
areas, to adopt one of the alternative methods of electing governing board members specified in 
Section 5030, or to increase or decrease the number of members of the governing board shall 
constitute an order of election, and the proposal shall be presented to the electors of the district 
not later than the next succeeding election for members of the governing board.] 
 
[(b) If a petition requesting an election on a proposal to rearrange trustee area boundaries is 
filed, containing at least 5 percent of the signatures of the district's registered voters as 
determined by the elections official, the proposal shall be presented to the electors of the 
district, at the next succeeding election for the members of the governing board, at the next 
succeeding statewide primary or general election, or at the next succeeding regularly scheduled 
election at which the electors of the district are otherwise entitled to vote, provided that there is 
sufficient time to place the issue on the ballot.] 
 
[c) If a petition requesting an election on a proposal to establish or abolish trustee areas, to 
increase or decrease the number of members of the board, or to adopt one of the alternative 
methods of electing governing board members specified in Section 5030 is filed, containing at 
least 10 percent of the signatures of the district's registered voters as determined by the 
elections official, the proposal shall be presented to the electors of the district, at the next 
succeeding election for the members of the governing board, at the next succeeding statewide 
primary or general election, or at the next succeeding regularly scheduled election at which the 
electors of the district are otherwise entitled to vote, provided that there is sufficient time to 
place the issue on the ballot.  Before the proposal is presented to the electors, the county 
committee on school district organization may call and conduct one or more public hearings on 
the proposal.] 
 
[(d) The resolution of the county committee approving a proposal to establish or abolish a 
common governing board for a high school and an elementary school district within the 
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boundaries of the high school district shall constitute an order of election. The proposal shall be 
presented to the electors of the district at the next succeeding statewide primary or general 
election, or at the next succeeding regularly scheduled election at which the electors of the 
district are otherwise entitled to vote, provided that there is sufficient time to place the issue on 
the ballot.] 
 
[(e) For each proposal there shall be a separate proposition on the ballot. The ballot shall 
contain the following words:] 
 
["For the establishment (or abolition or rearrangement) of trustee areas in ____ (insert name) 
School District --Yes" and "For the establishment (or abolition or rearrangement) of trustee 
areas in ____ (insert name) School District--No."] 
 
["For increasing the number of members of the governing board of ____ (insert name) School 
District from five to seven--Yes" and "For increasing the number of members of the governing 
board of ____ (insert name) School District from five to seven--No."] 
 
["For decreasing the number of members of the governing board of ____ (insert name) School 
District from seven to five--Yes" and "For decreasing the number of members of the governing 
board of ____ (insert name) School District from seven to five--No."] 
 
["For the election of each member of the governing board of the ____ (insert name) School 
District by the registered voters of the entire ____ (insert name) School District--Yes" and "For 
the election of each member of the governing board of the ____ (insert name) School District by 
the registered voters of the entire ____ (insert name) School District--No."] 
 
["For the election of one member of the governing board of the ____ (insert name) School 
District residing in each trustee area elected by the registered voters in that trustee area--Yes" 
and "For the election of one member of the governing board of the ____ (insert name) School 
District residing in each trustee area elected by the registered voters in that trustee area--No."] 
 
["For the election of one member, or more than one member for one or more trustee areas, of 
the governing board of the ____ (insert name) School District residing in each trustee area 
elected by the registered voters of the entire ____ (insert name) School District--Yes" and "For 
the election of one member, or more than one member for one or more trustee areas, of the 
governing board of the ____ (insert name) School District residing in each trustee area elected 
by the registered voters of the entire ____ (insert name) School District--No."] 
 
["For the establishment (or abolition) of a common governing board in the ____ (insert name) 
School District and the ____ (insert name) School District--Yes" and "For the establishment (or 
abolition) of a common governing board in the ____ (insert name) School District and the ____ 
(insert name) School District--No.] 
 
[If more than one proposal appears on the ballot, all must carry in order for any to become 
effective, except that a proposal to adopt one of the methods of election of board members 
specified in Section 5030 which is approved by the voters shall become effective unless a 
proposal which is inconsistent with that proposal has been approved by a greater number of 
voters. An inconsistent proposal approved by a lesser number of voters than the number which 
have approved a proposal to adopt one of the methods of election of board members specified 
in Section 5030 shall not be effective.] 
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§ 5021. Incumbents to serve out terms despite approval of change 
 
(a) If a proposal for the establishment of trustee areas formulated under Sections 5019 [and 
5020] is approved [by a majority of the voters voting at the election,] any affected incumbent 
board member shall serve out his or her term of office and succeeding board members shall be 
nominated and elected in accordance with Section 5030.  In the event two or more trustee areas 
are established [at such election] which are not represented in the membership of the governing 
board of the school district, or community college district the county committee shall determine 
by lot the trustee area from which the nomination and election for the next vacancy on the 
governing board shall be made. 
 
(b) If a proposal for rearrangement of boundaries is approved by [a majority of the voters voting 
on the measure, or by]the county committee on school district organization [when no election is 
required,] and if the boundary changes affect the board membership, any affected incumbent 
board member shall serve out his or her term of office and succeeding board members shall be 
nominated and elected in accordance with Section 5030. 
 
(c) If a proposal for abolishing trustee areas is approved [by a majority of the voters voting at the 
election,] the incumbent board members shall serve out their terms of office and succeeding 
board members shall be nominated and elected at large from the district. 
 
§ 5030. Alternate method of election 
 
Except as provided in Sections 5027 and 5028, in any school district or community college 
district having trustee areas, the county committee on school district organization [and the 
registered voters of a district,] pursuant to Sections 5019 [and 5020, respectively,] may at any 
time recommend one of the following alternate methods of electing governing board members: 
 
(a)That each member of the governing board be elected by the registered voters of the entire 
district. 
 
(b)That one or more members residing in each trustee area be elected by the registered voters 
of that particular trustee area. 
 
(c)That each governing board member be elected by the registered voters of the entire school 
district or community college district, but reside in the trustee area which he or she represents. 
 
The recommendation shall provide that any affected incumbent member shall serve out his or 
her term of office and that succeeding board members shall be nominated and elected in 
accordance with the method recommended by the county committee. 
 
 Whenever trustee areas are established in a district, provision shall be made for one of the 
alternative methods of electing governing board members. [In counties with a population of less 
than 25,000] the county committee on school district organization or the county board of 
education, if it has succeeded to the duties of the county committee, may at any time, by 
resolution, with respect to trustee areas established for any school district, other than a 
community college district, amend the provision required by this section without additional 
approval by the electors, to require one of the alternate methods for electing board members to 
be utilized. 
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Outcome Rationale: Lodi Unified School District desires to have the requested education Code 
sections waived because the waiver of these sections will allow the District to successfully 
adopt  trustee areas and establish a by-trustee election process as expeditiously as possible, 
thereby enabling the District to avoid litigation resulting out of its current at-large election 
process for electing its governing board members. 
 
It is imperative that the District adopt these areas and establish this process without delay and 
without interference because like many of the school districts that have been threatened with 
lawsuits under the California Voting Rights Act of 2001 (“CVRA”), the district currently utilizes an 
at-large election process to elect  its governing board members. The District’s failure to 
successfully adopt and implement trustee areas and by-trustee area election process leaves it 
vulnerable to such litigation in which the District would be exposed to potentially having to pay 
significant attorneys’ fees to plaintiffs, which pose an undue hardship and extreme detriment to 
the district and its students.  
 
CVRA History 
 
The California Legislature enacted the California Voting Rights Act of 2001. See California 
Elections Code §§ 14025-14032.  This legislation makes all at-large election systems in 
California for cities, school districts and special districts vulnerable to legal attack, largely on 
proof of racially polarized voting, regardless of whether a majority district can be formed and, 
under the interpretation adopted by plaintiffs in other pending CVRA cases, without regard to 
the electoral success of minority candidates or the need to prove actual racial injury exists. 
 
The CVRA purports to alter several requirements that plaintiffs would have to prove under the 
Federal Voting Rights Act, thereby making it easier to challenge at-large election systems. 
 
The first lawsuit under the CVRA was filed against the City of Modesto in 2004.  The City of 
Modesto challenged the facial constitutionality of the CVRA on the basis that, by using race as 
the sole criterion of liability, the CVRA contains a suspect racial classification that California was 
required to justify under equal protection strict scrutiny standards.  The trial court struck down 
the statute but the California Court of Appeal reversed.  Sanchez v. City of Modesto (2006) 145 
Cal.App.4th 660. 
The City of Modesto ultimately settled the litigation, but not before paying plaintiffs $3 million in 
attorneys’ fees to plaintiffs’ attorneys (the prevailing party [other than a public agency] is entitled 
to an award of their attorneys’ fees and costs under the CVRA) and another $1.7 million to its 
own attorneys. 
 
Similarly, the Hanford Joint Union High School District was sued under the CVRA and after 
adopting trustee areas and establishing by-trustee area elections (and requesting and receiving 
the same waiver from the State Board of Education that is being requested here), paid plaintiffs 
in that lawsuit the sum of $110,000 pursuant to a settlement agreement.  Most recently, the 
Madera Unified School District has been sued under the CVRA and their governing board 
member election has been enjoined by the court.  Plaintiffs in that case have made an attorney 
fee demand for approximately $1.2 million. 
On or about March 19, 2008, the Oak Grove School District received a letter from the Lawyers’ 
Committee for Civil Rights of San Francisco, demanding the District convert to a by-trustee area 
election system or face legal action.  While discussing this issue with the Lawyers’ Committee 
for Civil Rights, the District asked whether it would allow the District to make the transition from 
an at-large election process to a by-trustee election process and have that decision subject to 
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approval by the District’s electors.  The Lawyers’ Committee for Civil Rights responded by 
stating that if the District allowed the decision to be put to its electors, than it would proceed with 
filing a lawsuit immediately and thus preempt any vote by the District’s electors and force the 
District to expend funds in defending against such a lawsuit 
 
The District prepared, considered and recommended a trustee area plan for adoption at a duly 
noticed public meeting on April 16, 2013. In August 2013, the San Joaquin County Committee 
on School District Organization (“County Committee”) will hold a public hearing on the 
recommended trustee area plan where the plan recommended by the District will be considered 
for adoption by the County Committee. 
 
Under Education Code section 5020, the County Committee would normally call for an election 
and put the matter to a vote of the District’s electors.  In this case, however, if the District went 
through this process it would leave the District vulnerable to a lawsuit and injunction. 
 
The requested waiver will allow the District to complete its transition to a by-trustee area 
election process in time for the next governing board member election in November 2014, which 
will reduce the District’s liability going forward. 
 
Student Population: 28448 
 
City Type: Small 
 
Public Hearing Date: 6/25/2013 
Public Hearing Advertised: Notice in a Newspaper 
 
Local Board Approval Date: 6/25/2013 
 
Community Council Reviewed By: District English Learner Advisory Committee (DELAC) 
Community Council Reviewed Date: 5/9/2013 
Community Council Objection: N 
Community Council Objection Explanation:  
 
Audit Penalty YN: N 
 
Categorical Program Monitoring: N 
 
Submitted by: Ms. Maria Fong 
Position: Senior Director/Controller 
E-mail: mfong@lodiusd.net 
Telephone: 209-331-7127 
Fax: 209-331-7533 
 
Bargaining Unit Date: 05/22/2013 
Name: California School Employees Association (CSEA) 
Representative: Paula Calderon 
Title: CSEA President 
Position: Support 
Comments:  
 
Bargaining Unit Date: 05/23/2013 
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Name: Lodi Education Association (LEA) 
Representative: Jeff Johnston 
Title: LEA President 
Position: Support 
Comments:  
 
Bargaining Unit Date: 05/16/2013 
Name: Lodi Pupil Personnel Association (LPPA) 
Representative: Joni Kort 
Title: LPPA President 
Position: Support 
Comments:  
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Executive Office 
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CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION 
 

SEPTEMBER 2013 AGENDA 
 

 Specific Waiver 
SUBJECT 
 

Request by Natomas Unified School District to waive California 
Education Code Section 51224.5(b), the requirement that all 
students graduating in the 2012–13 school year be required to 
complete a course in Algebra I (or equivalent) to be given a diploma 
of graduation, for five special education students based on Education 
Code Section 56101, the special education waiver authority. 
 
Waiver Number:  20-6-2013  
 

 
   Action 

 
 

   Consent 
 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
   Approval   Approval with conditions    Denial  
 
The California Department of Education (CDE) recommends that the State Board of 
Education (SBE) approve the request to waive only the requirement that five students 
successfully complete a course in Algebra I (or its equivalent) for the 2012–13 
graduating year. These students have met other course requirements stipulated by the 
governing board of the school district and California Education Code (EC) Section 
51225.3 in order to receive a high school diploma. If these students do not graduate in 
2012–13, this waiver does not relieve the students of the responsibility to continue to 
attempt to successfully complete a course in Algebra I (or its equivalent) in 2013–14, as 
required by EC Section 51224.5.  
 
SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND ACTION 
 
In 2000, EC Section 51224.5 was enacted to require students to complete a course in 
Algebra I, as a condition of receiving a high school diploma. The Algebra I requirement 
applied to students who were scheduled for graduation beginning in 2003−04. All waiver 
requests of this type have been granted by the SBE for students with special needs. 
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SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES 
 
For the review of this waiver request, the Natomas Unified School District (NUSD) 
provided the following documentation: 
 
• A valid, current copy of each student’s individualized education program (IEP) 

highlighting the areas of mathematic deficiencies and how the students’ needs in 
mathematics were addressed. 
 

• Selected pages from each student’s IEP from three previous years showing that the 
students were consistently on a diploma-track, and that the IEP was written to 
support the students’ participation in diploma-track math courses, particularly 
algebra. 

 
• The specific assistance the district provided to each student which included 

supplementary aids, services, accommodations, test modifications, and supports to 
attain the diploma-track goal, specifically, for the algebra requirement. 

 
• A copy of the transcript for each student highlighting attempts to pass algebra and 

pre-algebra classes. 
 
• An assessment summary that reports each student participated in the Standardized 

Testing and Reporting program and failed multiple attempts to meet graduation 
requirements related to the algebra requirement. 

 
The above documentation was confidentially reviewed by more than one special 
education consultant, and the NUSD documentation provided facts indicating that failure 
to approve these waiver requests would result in these students not meeting graduation 
requirements.  
 
FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE) 
 
There is no statewide fiscal impact of waiver approval. 
 
ATTACHMENT(S) 
 
Attachment 1: Summary Table (1 Page) 
 
Attachment 2: Natomas Unified School District - Specific Waiver Request 20-6-2013  
 (2 Pages) (Original waiver request is signed and on file in the Waiver 

Office.)
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Summary Table 
 
 

Waiver 
Number 

Local Educational 
Agency 

Demographics  
 

Period of 
Request 

Local Board 
Approval Date 

Meets 
Streamlined 
Waiver Policy 

20-6-13 Natomas Unified 
School District 
 
 
Five student(s) 

Natomas Unified School District has a 
student population of 12,388 and is 
located in a suburban area of 
Sacramento County.   

8/15/2012 
      to 
5/25/2013 

3/26/2013  
No 
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California Department of Education  
WAIVER SUBMISSION - Specific 
 
CD Code: 3475283 Waiver Number: 20-6-2013  Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 6/25/2013 4:26:54 PM 
 
Local Education Agency: Natomas Unified School District  
Address: 1901 Arena Blvd. 
Sacramento, CA 95834   
 
Start: 8/15/2012   End: 5/25/2013 
 
Waiver Renewal: N 
Previous Waiver Number:        Previous SBE Approval Date:  
 
Waiver Topic: Special Education Program 
Ed Code Title: Algebra I Requirement for Graduation  
Ed Code Section: 51224.5 
Ed Code Authority: 56101 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: Education Code Section 56101: (a) Any district, special education 
local plan area, county office, or public education agency, as defined in Section 56500, may 
request the board to grant a waiver of any provision of this code or regulations adopted 
pursuant to that provision if the waiver is necessary or beneficial to the content and 
implementation of the pupil's individualized education program and does not abrogate any right 
provided individuals with exceptional needs and their parents or guardians under the Individuals 
with Disabilities Education Act (20 U.S.C. Sec. 1400 et seq.), or to the compliance of a district, 
special education local plan area, or county office with the Individuals with Disabilities Education 
Act (20 U.S.C. Sec. 1400 et seq.), Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 (29 U.S.C. Sec. 
794), and federal regulations relating thereto.   As stated in EC 51224.5(c), if a student, prior to 
enrollment in grade nine, completes coursework in algebra that meets or exceeds the rigor of 
the content standards for Algebra I, as adopted by the State Board of Education (SBE), then the 
Algebra I graduation requirement is met. Although the algebra requirement is met, the student 
must still complete two years of mathematics in grades nine through twelve as required by EC 
51225.3(a)(1)(B). The determination if the coursework in algebra, taken prior to grade nine, 
meets or exceeds the rigor of the content standards for Algebra I, as adopted by the SBE, is a 
local decision. 
 
Outcome Rationale: Request a waiver of the (above) Algebra I graduation requirement for 5 
pupils with disabilities, who are seniors, and are otherwise eligible to graduate in the 2012–2013 
school year under current statute. 
 
Student Population: 12388 
 
City Type: Suburban 
 
Local Board Approval Date: 3/26/2013 
 
Audit Penalty YN: N  
 
Categorical Program Monitoring: N 
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Submitted by: Ms. Maureen Dolan 
Position: Coordinator of Special Education 
E-mail: mdolan@natomas.k12.ca.us 
Telephone: 916-206-9481   
Fax: 916-567-5441 
 
Bargaining Unit Date: 05/24/2013 
Name: Natomas Teachers’ Association 
Representative: Kristen Rocha 
Title: NTA President 
Position: Neutral 
Comments:  

mailto:mdolan@natomas.k12.ca.us
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California Department of Education 
Executive Office 
SBE-006 Specific (REV. 10/2009) ITEM #W-13 
  
     CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION 

 
SEPTEMBER 2013 AGENDA 

 
 

 Specific Waiver 

SUBJECT 
 

Request by 12 districts, under the authority of California Education Code 
Section 41382, to waive portions of Education Code sections 41376(a), (c), 
and (d) and/or 41378(a) through (e), relating to class size penalties for 
kindergarten through grade three. For kindergarten, the overall class size 
average is 31 to one with no class larger than 33. For grades one through 
three, the overall class size average is 30 to one with no class larger than 32.  
 
Waiver Numbers: Adelanto Elementary School District 108-12-2012  
                             Atascadero Unified School District 5-5-2013 
                             Cottonwood Union Elementary School District 19-5-2013 
                             Cottonwood Union Elementary School District 21-5-2013 
                             El Monte City Elementary School District 18-6-2013 
                             Fruitvale Elementary School District 14-5-2013 
                             Gold Oak Union Elementary School District 16-5-2013 
                             Greenfield Union Elementary School District 27-6-2013 
                             Jamul-Dulzura Union Elementary School District 15-6-2013 
                             New Haven Unified School District 5-6-2013 
                             Sacramento City Unified School District 7-6-2013 
                             Stanislaus Union Elementary School District 19-6-2013 
                             Vacaville Unified School District 17-6-2013 
 

 
   Action 

 
 

  Consent 
 
 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 

  Approval    Approval with conditions    Denial  
 
The California Department of Education (CDE), based on the finding below, 
recommends that the class size penalties for kindergarten through grade three be 
waived provided that the overall average and individual class size average is not greater 
than the CDE recommended class size on Attachment 1.  
 
The CDE also recommends that the State Board of Education (SBE) find that the class 
size penalty provisions of Education Code (EC) sections 41376 and/or 41378 will, if not 
waived, prevent the districts from developing more effective educational programs to 
improve instruction in reading and mathematics for students in the classes specified in 
the districts’ applications. 
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SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND ACTION 
 
Since September 2009, the SBE has approved all kindergarten through grade three 
class size penalty waiver requests as proposed by the CDE. Before the September 
2009 board meeting, no waivers had been submitted since 1999.  
 
SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES 
 
Education Code Section 41382 allows the SBE to approve an exemption to the class 
size penalties assessed for kindergarten through grade three if the associated statutory 
class size requirements prevent the school and school district from developing more 
effective educational programs to improve instruction in reading and mathematics. 
Under this authority, these districts are requesting a waiver of subdivisions (a) through 
(e) of EC Section 41378, which provide for a penalty if the average class size on a 
district-wide basis for kindergarten exceeds 31 students or individual class levels 
exceed 33, and/or subdivisions (a), (c), and (d) of EC Section 41376, which provide for 
a penalty if the average class size on a district-wide basis for grades one through three 
exceeds 30 students, or individual class levels exceed 32. Since this particular statute 
regarding class size limits was written in 1964, given the current fiscal environment in 
school districts statewide, consideration of these and similar waivers is warranted. 
 
The districts listed on Attachment 1 request flexibility to temporarily increase class sizes 
in kindergarten and/or grades one through three to reduce expenditures in light of the 
statewide budget crisis and the associated reductions in revenue limit funds provided by 
the state. Since fiscal year 2008–09, most districts have experienced at least a 10 
percent reduction in revenue limit funding in addition to the elimination of statutory cost 
of living adjustments. In fiscal year 2012–13 school district revenue limits were reduced 
by 23 percent, which is used to establish base funding under the Local Control Funding 
Formula (LCFF). Furthermore, payments for over one-fifth of what they are due have 
been deferred until the next fiscal year. Based on the 2013–14 Budget Act, the deferrals 
will not be eliminated until 2016–17 and it will take several years to restore the revenue 
limit reductions through the LCFF.  
 
A positive certification is assigned to a school district that will meet its financial 
obligations in the current and two subsequent fiscal years. A qualified certification is 
assigned when a district may not meet its financial obligations for the current or two 
subsequent fiscal years. A negative certification is assigned when a district will be 
unable to meet its financial obligations for the remainder of the current year or for the 
subsequent fiscal year. Each district’s most recent status is identified on Attachment 1. 
 
To address funding reductions, districts are using various options in addition to 
increasing class size, including categorical program spending flexibility, reducing the 
number of days in the school year, employee furloughs, salary reductions, layoffs, or 
school closures. Each district states that without the waiver, the core reading and math 
programs will be compromised by the fiscal penalties incurred. The estimated annual 
penalty should the district increase the class size average without a waiver is provided 
on Attachment 1. 
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The Department recommends, based on the finding above, that the class size 
penalties for kindergarten through grade three be waived provided the overall 
average and the individual class size average is not greater than the CDE 
recommended level shown on Attachment 1. Should any district exceed this new 
limit, the class size penalty would be applied per statute. 
 
FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE) 
 
See Attachment 1 for estimated penalty amounts for each district without the waiver 
approval. 
 
ATTACHMENT(S) 
 
Attachment 1:   List of Waiver Numbers, Districts, and Information Regarding Each 

Waiver. (3 pages) 
 
Attachment 2:   Adelanto Elementary School District Specific Waiver 108-12-2012 

(2 pages) (Original waiver request is signed and on file in the Waiver 
Office.) 

 
Attachment 3:   Atascadero Unified School District Specific Waiver Request 5-5-2013 

(3 pages) (Original waiver request is signed and on file in the Waiver 
Office.) 

 
Attachment 4:   Cottonwood Union Elementary School District Specific Waiver Request 

19-5-2013 (2 pages) (Original waiver request is signed and on file in the 
Waiver Office.) 

 
Attachment 5:   Cottonwood Union Elementary School District Specific Waiver Request 

21-5-2013 (2 pages) (Original waiver request is signed and on file in the 
Waiver Office.) 

 
Attachment 6:   El Monte City Elementary School District Specific Waiver Request  

18-6-2013 (2 pages) (Original waiver request is signed and on file in the 
Waiver Office.) 

 
Attachment 7:   Fruitvale Elementary School District Specific Waiver Request 14-5-2013 

(3 pages) (Original waiver request is signed and on file in the Waiver 
Office.) 

 
Attachment 8:   Gold Oak Union Elementary School District Specific Waiver Request 

16-5-2013 (2 pages) (Original waiver request is signed and on file in the 
Waiver Office.) 

 
Attachment 9:   Greenfield Union Elementary School District Specific Waiver Request 

27-6-2013 (2 pages) (Original waiver request is signed and on file in the 
Waiver Office.) 
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Attachment 10: Jamul-Dulzura Union Elementary School District Specific Waiver 
Request 15-6-2013 (2 pages) (Original waiver request is signed and on 
file in the Waiver Office.) 

 
Attachment 11: New Haven Unified School District Specific Waiver Request 5-6-2013 

(2 pages) (Original waiver request is signed and on file in the Waiver 
Office.) 

 
Attachment 12: Sacramento City Unified School District Specific Waiver Request 

7-6-2013 (2 pages) (Original waiver request is signed and on file in the 
Waiver Office.) 

 
Attachment 13: Stanislaus Union Elementary School District Specific Waiver Request 

19-6-2013 (2 pages) (Original waiver request is signed and on file in the 
Waiver Office.) 

 
Attachment 14: Vacaville Unified School District Specific Waiver Request 17-6-2013 

(2 pages) (Original waiver request is signed and on file in the Waiver 
Office.) 
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Districts Requesting Kindergarten through Grade 3 Class Size Penalty Waivers 
Education Code sections 41376 and 41378:  

For Kindergarten: Overall average 31; no class larger than 33.  
For Grades 1-3: Overall average 30; no class larger than 32. 

  

Waiver 
Number 

District/County 
and District 

Code 
Period of 
Request 

District’s 
Request 

CDE 
Recommended 
(New Maximum) 

Local Board 
Approval 

Date 

*Bargaining Unit, 
Representative(s) 
Consulted, Date, 

and Position 

Potential Annual 
Penalty Without 

Waiver 
Fiscal 
Status 

Previous 
Waivers 

108-12-2012 

Adelanto 
Elementary 
School District 
36-67587 

Requested: 
July 1, 2012 to 
June 29, 2013 

 
Recommended: 
July 1, 2012 to 
June 29, 2013 

For K: Overall 
average 32; no 
class size larger 

than 33 

For K: Overall 
average 32; no 
class size larger 

than 33 12/8/12 Unknown* 
$12,942 

FY 2012-13 Qualified 

Yes 
7/1/10 to 
6/29/12 

          

5-5-2013 

Atascadero 
Unified School 
District 
40-68700 

Requested: 
July 1, 2012 to 
June 30, 2013 

 
Recommended: 
July 1, 2012 to 
June 29, 2013 

For 1-3: Overall 
average 30; no 
class size larger 

than 33 

For 1-3: Overall 
average 30; no 
class size larger 

than 33 5/7/13 

Atascadero District 
Teachers' 

Association, Tracey 
Ellis-Weit, President 

5/2/13 
Support 

$134,964 
FY 2012-13 Qualified No 

          

19-5-2013 

Cottonwood 
Union 
Elementary 
School District 
45-69955 

Requested: 
July 1, 2012 to 
June 30, 2013 

 
Recommended: 
July 1, 2012 to 
June 29, 2013 

For K: Overall 
average 32; no 
class size larger 

than 33 

For K: Overall 
average 32; no 
class size larger 

than 33 5/21/13 Unknown* 
$6,537 

FY 2012-13 Qualified No 
          

21-5-2013 

Cottonwood 
Union 
Elementary 
School District 
45-69955 

Requested: 
July 1, 2012 to 
June 30, 2013 

 
Recommended: 
July 1, 2012 to 
June 29, 2013 

For 1-3: Overall 
average 32; no 
class size larger 

than 33 

For 1-3: Overall 
average 32; no 
class size larger 

than 33 5/21/13 Unknown* 
$32,684 

FY 2012-13 Qualified No 
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Districts Requesting Kindergarten through Grade 3 Class Size Penalty Waivers 
Education Code sections 41376 and 41378:  

For Kindergarten: Overall average 31; No class larger than 33.  
For Grades 1-3: Overall average 30; no class larger than 32. 

 

Waiver 
Number 

District/County 
and District 
Code 

Period of 
Request 

District’s 
Request 

CDE 
Recommended 
(New Maximum) 

Local Board 
Approval 

Date 

*Bargaining Unit, 
Representative(s) 
Consulted, Date, 

and Position 

Potential Annual 
Penalty Without 

Waiver 
Fiscal 
Status 

Previous 
Waivers 

18-6-2013 

El Monte City 
Elementary 
School District  
19-64501 

Requested: 
August 28, 2012 
to June 10, 2013 

 
Recommended: 
July 1, 2012 to 
June 29, 2013 

For 1-3: Overall 
average 33; no 
class size larger 

than 33 

For 1-3: Overall 
average 33; no 
class size larger 

than 33 6/24/13 Unknown* 
$205,717 

FY 2012-13 Positive No 
          

14-5-2013 

Fruitvale 
Elementary 
School District  
15-63479 

Requested: 
July 1, 2012 to 
June 29, 2013 

 
Recommended: 
July 1, 2012 to 
June 29, 2013 

For 1-3: Overall 
average 30; no 
class size larger 

than 33 

For 1-3: Overall 
average 30; no 
class size larger 

than 33 5/14/13 Unknown* 
$52,878 

FY 2012-13 Positive No 
          

16-5-2013 

Gold Oak 
Union 
Elementary 
School District  
09-61879 

Requested: 
July 1, 2012 to 
June 30, 2013 

 
Recommended: 
July 1, 2012 to 
June 29, 2013 

For 1-3: Overall 
average 32; no 
class size larger 

than 33 

For 1-3: Overall 
average 32; no 
class size larger 

than 33 5/20/13 Unknown* 
$51,498 

FY 2012-13 Positive No 
          

27-6-2013 

Greenfield 
Union 
Elementary 
School District  
15-63503 

Requested: 
July 1, 2012 to 
June 30, 2014 

 
Recommended: 
July 1, 2012 to 
June 29, 2014 

For 1-3: Overall 
average 32; no 
class size larger 

than 32 

For 1-3: Overall 
average 32; no 
class size larger 

than 32 6/26/13 Unknown* 
$531,526 
each year  Positive No 

          

15-6-2013 

Jamul-Dulzura 
Union 
Elementary 
School District 
37-68155 

Requested: 
July 1, 2013 to 
June 30, 2015 

 
Recommended: 
July 1, 2013 to 
June 29, 2014 

For 1-3: Overall 
average 31; no 
class size larger 

than 33 

For 1-3: Overall 
average 31; no 
class size larger 

than 33 5/21/13 

Jamul Dulzura 
UnionTeachers 

Association, 
Barbara Smithsom, 

President 
5/8/13  

Support 
$101,497 
each year  Positive 

Yes 
7/1/12 to 
6/29/13 
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Districts Requesting Kindergarten through Grade 3 Class Size Penalty Waivers 
Education Code sections 41376 and 41378:  

For Kindergarten: Overall average 31; No class larger than 33.  
For Grades 1-3: Overall average 30; no class larger than 32. 

 
 

Waiver 
Number 

District/County 
and District Code 

Period of 
Request 

District’s 
Request 

CDE 
Recommended 
(New Maximum) 

Local Board 
Hearing 

Approval 
Date 

*Bargaining Unit, 
Representative(s) 

Consulted, Date, and 
Position 

Potential 
Annual 
Penalty 
Without 
Waiver 

Fiscal 
Status 

Previous 
Waivers 

5-6-2013 

New Haven 
Unified School 
District  
01-61242 

Requested: 
July 1, 2012 to 
June 30, 2014 

 
Recommended: 
July 1, 2012 to 
June 29, 2014 

For 1-3: Overall 
average 31; no 
class size larger 

than 34 

For 1-3: Overall 
average 31; no 
class size larger 

than 34 6/4/13 Unknown* 
$445,611 
each year  Positive No 

          

7-6-2013 

Sacramento City 
Unified School 
District  
34-67439 

Requested: 
July 1, 2012 to 
June 30, 2013 

 
Recommended: 
July 1, 2012 to 
June 29, 2013 

For 1-3: Overall 
average 32; no 
class size larger 

than 33 

For 1-3: Overall 
average 32; no 
class size larger 

than 33 5/16/13 Unknown* 
$918,373 

FY 2012-13  Qualified No 
          

19-6-2013 

Stanislaus Union 
Elementary 
School District  
50-71282 

Requested: 
July 1, 2012 to 
June 30, 2013 

 
Recommended: 
July 1, 2012 to 
June 29, 2013 

For 1-3: Overall 
average 30; no 
class size larger 

than 34 

For 1-3: Overall 
average 30; no 
class size larger 

than 34 5/18/13 

Stanislaus Union 
Teachers Association, 

Sheila Marable, President 
5/13/13 
Support 

$116,206 
FY 2012-13 Positive 

Yes 
7/1/11 to 
6/29/12 

          

17-6-2013 

Vacaville Unified 
School District  
48-70573 

Requested: 
July 1, 2012 to 
July 1, 2014 

 
Recommended: 
July 1, 2012 to 
June 29, 2014 

For 1-3: Overall 
average 31; no 
class size larger 

than 34 

For 1-3: Overall 
average 31; no 
class size larger 

than 34 6/13/13 Unknown* 
$356,518 
each year Positive No 

          
 
 
*For specific waivers bargaining unit consultation is not required.  
 
 
Created by California Department of Education 
June 21, 2013
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California Department of Education  
WAIVER SUBMISSION - Specific 
 
CD Code: 3667587 Waiver Number: 108-12-2012 Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 12/20/2012 3:33:36 PM 
 
Local Education Agency: Adelanto Elementary School District 
Address: 11824 Air Expressway 
Adelanto, CA 92301   
 
Start: 7/1/2012   End: 6/29/2013 
 
Waiver Renewal: Y 
Previous Waiver Number: 34-5-2012-W-14       Previous SBE Approval Date: 9/13/2012 
 
Waiver Topic: Class Size Penalties  
Ed Code Title: Over Limit on Kindergarten  
Ed Code Section: portions of 41378 (a) through (e) 
Ed Code Authority: 41382 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: EC 41378. The Superintendent of Public Instruction, in computing 
apportionments and allowances from the State School Fund for the second principal 
apportionment, shall determine the following for the kindergarten classes maintained by each 
school district maintaining kindergarten classes. (a) The number of pupils enrolled in each 
kindergarten class, the total enrollment in all such classes, and the average number of pupils 
enrolled per class. (b) The total number of pupils which are in excess of thirty-three (33) in each 
class having an enrollment of more than thirty-three (33). (c) The total number of pupils by 
which the average class size in the district exceeds 31. (d) The greater number of pupils as 
determined in (b) or (c) above. (e) He shall compute the product obtained by multiplying the 
excess number of pupils computed pursuant to subdivision (d) of this section by ninety-seven 
hundredths (0.97). He shall decrease the average daily attendance reported under the 
provisions of Section 41601 by the resulting product. 
 
Outcome Rationale: If not granted, the District would suffer significant class-size penalties and 
the loss of crucial revenue limit funding. 
Fiscal flexibility for the District is crucial to maintain programs for students.   
The waiver does not violate our collective bargaining agreement.   
The Adelanto School District is facing at least $9 million in cuts over the next two years.   
The class size waiver offers flexibility to remain solvent and avoid penalties during difficult times.   
 
Student Population: 7978 
 
City Type: Small 
 
Local Board Approval Date: 12/8/2012 
 
Audit Penalty YN: N  
 
Categorical Program Monitoring: N 
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Submitted by: Mr. Ed Dardenne-Ankringa 
Position: Director Human Resources 
E-mail: ed_da@aesd.net 
Telephone: 760-246-8691 x10261   
Fax:  
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California Department of Education  
WAIVER SUBMISSION - Specific 
 
CD Code: 4068700 Waiver Number: 5-5-2013 Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 5/8/2013 10:05:28 AM 
 
Local Education Agency: Atascadero Unified School District  
Address: 5601 West Mall 
Atascadero, CA 93422   
 
Start: 7/1/2012  End: 6/30/2013 
 
Waiver Renewal: N 
Previous Waiver Number:    Previous SBE Approval Date:  
 
Waiver Topic: Class Size Penalties  
Ed Code Title: Over Limit on Grades 1-3  
Ed Code Section: portions of 41376 (a) (c) and (d) 
Ed Code Authority: 41382 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: Education Code 41376 (a)(c)and(d)  
 
The Superintendent of Public Instruction, in computing apportionments and allowances from the 
State School Fund for the second principal apportionment, shall determine the following for the 
regular day classes of the elementary schools maintained by each school district: 
 
[ (a) For grades 1 to 3, inclusive, he shall determine the number of classes, the number of pupils 
enrolled in each class, the total enrollment in all such classes, the average number of pupils 
enrolled per class, and the total of the numbers of pupils which are in excess of thirty (30) in 
each class. 
 
For those districts which do not have any classes with an enrollment in excess of 32 and whose 
average size for all the classes is 30.0 or less, there shall be no excess declared. For those 
districts which have one or more classes in excess of an enrollment of 32 or whose average 
size for all the classes is more than 30, the excess shall be the total of the number of pupils 
which are in excess of 30 in each class having an enrollment of more than 30.] 
 
(b) For grades 4 to 8, inclusive, he shall determine the total number of pupils enrolled, the 
number of full-time equivalent classroom teachers, and the average number of pupils per each 
full-time equivalent classroom teacher. He shall also determine the excess if any, of pupils 
enrolled in such grades in the following manner: 
 
(1) Determine the number of pupils by which the average number of pupils per each full-time 
equivalent classroom teacher for the current fiscal year exceeds the greater of the average 
number of pupils per each full-time equivalent classroom teacher in all the appropriate districts 
of the state, as determined by the Superintendent of Public Instruction, for October 30, 1964, or 
the average number of pupils per each full-time equivalent classroom teacher which existed in 
the district on either October 30, 1964 or March 30, 1964, as selected by the governing board. 
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(2) Multiply the number determined in (1) above by the number of full-time equivalent classroom 
teachers of the current fiscal year. 
 
(3) Reduce the number determined in (2) above by the remainder which results from dividing 
such number by the average number of pupils per each full-time equivalent teacher for October 
30, 1964, as determined by the Superintendent of Public Instruction in (1) above. 
 
[ (c) He shall compute the product obtained by multiplying the excess number of pupils, if any, 
under the provisions of subdivision (a) of this section by ninety-seven hundredths (0.97), and 
shall multiply the product so obtained by the ratio of statewide change in average daily 
attendance to district change in average daily attendance. Change in average daily attendance 
shall be determined by dividing average daily attendance in grades 1, 2 and 3 reported for 
purposes of the first principal apportionment of the current year by that reported for purposes of 
the first principal apportionment of the preceding year. 
 
(d) If the school district reports that it has maintained, during the current fiscal year, any classes 
in which there were enrolled pupils in excess of thirty (30) per class pursuant to subdivision (a) 
of this section, and there is no excess number of pupils computed pursuant to subdivision (b) of 
this section, he shall decrease the average daily attendance reported under the provisions of 
Section 41601 by the product determined under subdivision (c) of this section.] 
 
Outcome Rationale: The Atascadero Unified School District has one class in grades one 
through three that exceeds the class size limit by one student; therefore, the District is seeking a 
waiver for grades 1 – 3 to increase the individual class size to 33 and the overall district wide 
class size average to remain at 30 for the 2012-13 school year. The District’s class size average 
remains below 30.0 at 28.4. Without this waiver, the District’s class size penalty is calculated to 
be $128,216. The circumstances that brought about this situation were a result of district 
enrollment, budget constraints, and recent redistricting for neighborhood school boundaries.  
 
The District’s collective bargaining agreement permits an increased class size with the 
agreement of the affected teacher. The District does have a signed agreement with the affected 
teacher for this class. 
 
The District has a Qualified Certification at this time; all efforts to reduce expenses at the rate of 
revenues being cut by the State have proven to be extremely difficult. In addition, the District is 
experiencing declining enrollment. So due to the statewide budget crisis and reduced revenue 
to the district, without this waiver, reductions would likely need to be made that could negatively 
affect core academic programs such as reading, mathematics and science and could further 
prevent the District form developing more effective programs to improve instruction. 
 
Yes. A principal may recommend to the governing board or the governing board of the school 
district may adopt a resolution determining that an exemption should be granted from any of the 
provisions of Section 41376 and 41378, with respect to such core classes on the basis that such 
provisions prevent the school and school district from developing more effective education 
programs to improve instruction in reading and mathematics. (Required see EC 41382)  
 
A potential penalty of $128,216 could be incurred by the district without this waiver. 
 
Student Population: 4784 
 
City Type: Rural 
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Local Board Approval Date: 5/7/2013 
 
Audit Penalty YN: N  
 
Categorical Program Monitoring: N 
 
Submitted by: Ms. Jackie Martin 
Position: Assistant Superintendent of Business Services 
E-mail: jackiemartin@atasusd.org 
Telephone: 805-462-4224   
Fax: 805-462-4421 
 
Bargaining Unit Date: 05/02/2013 
Name: Atascadero District Teachers' Association (ADTA) 
Representative: Tracey Ellis-Weit 
Title: ADTA President 
Position: Support 
Comments:  
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California Department of Education  
WAIVER SUBMISSION - Specific 
 
CD Code: 4569955 Waiver Number: 19-5-2013  Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 5/22/2013 1:09:00 PM 
 
Local Education Agency: Cottonwood Union Elementary School District  
Address: 20512 West First St. 
Cottonwood, CA 96022   
 
Start: 7/1/2012   End: 6/30/2013 
 
Waiver Renewal: N 
Previous Waiver Number:        Previous SBE Approval Date:  
 
Waiver Topic: Class Size Penalties  
Ed Code Title: Over Limit on Kindergarten  
Ed Code Section: portions of 41378 (a) through (e) 
Ed Code Authority: 41382 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: EC 41378. The Superintendent of Public Instruction, in computing 
apportionments and allowances from the State School Fund for the second principal 
apportionment, shall determine the following for the kindergarten classes maintained by each 
school district maintaining kindergarten classes. [(a) The number of pupils enrolled in each 
kindergarten class, the total enrollment in all such classes, and the average number of pupils 
enrolled per class. (b) The total number of pupils which are in excess of thirty-three (33) in each 
class having an enrollment of more than thirty-three (33). (c) The total number of pupils by 
which the average class size in the district exceeds 31. (d) The greater number of pupils as 
determined in (b) or (c) above. (e) He shall compute the product obtained by multiplying the 
excess number of pupils computed pursuant to subdivision (d) of this section by ninety-seven 
hundredths (0.97). He shall decrease the average daily attendance reported under the 
provisions of Section 41601 by the resulting product.] 
 
Outcome Rationale: The District has a negative certification in 2011/12 and major expenditure 
reductions were made in order to get the district fiscally solvent in 2012/13.  Most of the 
reductions were in personnel, but included closing a school site also.  The district made it's best 
effort to keep class sizes within the allowable range; however, a few classes gained students 
through the year but not enough to warrant hiring additional staff.  The district will be financially 
strained if the class size penalty is assessed and it could prohibit us from hiring additional staff 
to reduce class size and ensure students get the enducation they need in core subjects such as 
English/Language Arts and Math. 
 
Yes. A principal may recommend to the governing board or the governing board of the school 
district may adopt a resolution determining that an exemption should be granted from any of the 
provisions of Section 41376 and 41378, with respect to such core classes on the basis that such 
provisions prevent the school and school district from developing more effective education 
programs to improve instruction in reading and mathematics. (Required see EC 41382)  
 
A potential penalty of $6,331 could be incurred by the district without this waiver. 
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Student Population: 924 
 
City Type: Rural 
 
Local Board Approval Date: 5/21/2013 
 
Audit Penalty YN: N  
 
Categorical Program Monitoring: N 
 
Submitted by: Ms. Laura Merrick 
Position: Business Manager 
E-mail: lmerrick@cwusd.com 
Telephone: 530-347-3165   
Fax: 530-347-0247 
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California Department of Education  
WAIVER SUBMISSION - Specific 
 
CD Code: 4569955 Waiver Number: 21-5-2013  Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 5/22/2013 1:29:29 PM 
 
Local Education Agency: Cottonwood Union Elementary School District  
Address: 20512 West First St. 
Cottonwood, CA 96022   
 
Start: 7/1/2012   End: 6/30/2013 
 
Waiver Renewal: N 
Previous Waiver Number:        Previous SBE Approval Date:  
 
Waiver Topic: Class Size Penalties  
Ed Code Title: Over Limit on Grades 1-3  
Ed Code Section: portions of 41376 (a) (c) and (d) 
Ed Code Authority: 41382 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: EC 41376 (a)(c) and (d) The Superintendent of Public Instruction, in 
computing apportionments and allowances from the State School Fund for the second principal 
apportionment, shall determine the following for the regular day classes of the elementary 
schools maintained by each school district: [(a) For grades 1 to 3, inclusive, he shall determine 
the number of classes, the number of pupils enrolled in each class, the total enrollment in all 
such classes, the average number of pupils enrolled per class, and the total of the numbers of 
pupils which are in excess of thirty (30) in each class. For those districts which do not have any 
classes with an enrollment in excess of 32 and whose average size for all the classes is 30.0 or 
less, there shall be no excess declared. For those districts which have one or more classes in 
excess of an enrollment of 32 or whose average size for all the classes is more than 30, the 
excess shall be the total of the number of pupils which are in excess of 30 in each class having 
an enrollment of more than 30.] (b) For grades 4 to 8, inclusive, he shall determine the total 
number of pupils enrolled, the number of full-time equivalent classroom teachers, and the 
average number of pupils per each full-time equivalent classroom teacher. He shall also 
determine the excess if any, of pupils enrolled in such grades in the following manner: (1) 
Determine the number of pupils by which the average number of pupils per each full-time 
equivalent classroom teacher for the current fiscal year exceeds the greater of the average 
number of pupils per each full-time equivalent classroom teacher in all the appropriate districts 
of the state, as determined by the Superintendent of Public Instruction, for October 30, 1964, or 
the average number of pupils per each full-time equivalent classroom teacher which existed in 
the district on either October 30, 1964 or March 30, 1964, as selected by the governing board. 
(2) Multiply the number determined in (1) above by the number of full-time equivalent classroom 
teachers of the current fiscal year. (3) Reduce the number determined in (2) above by the 
remainder which results from dividing such number by the average number of pupils per each 
full-time equivalent teacher for October 30, 1964, as determined by the Superintendent of Public 
Instruction in (1) above.[ (c) He shall compute the product obtained by multiplying the excess 
number of pupils, if any, under the provisions of subdivision (a) of this section by ninety-seven 
hundredths (0.97), and shall multiply the product so obtained by the ratio of statewide change in 
average daily attendance to district change in average daily attendance. Change in average 
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daily attendance shall be determined by dividing average daily attendance in grades 1, 2 and 3 
reported for purposes of the first principal apportionment of the current year by that reported for 
purposes of the first principal apportionment of the preceding year. (d) If the school district 
reports that it has maintained, during the current fiscal year, any classes in which there were 
enrolled pupils in excess of thirty (30) per class pursuant to subdivision (a) of this section, and 
there is no excess number of pupils computed pursuant to subdivision (b) of this section, he 
shall decrease the average daily attendance reported under the provisions of Section 41601 by 
the product determined under subdivision (c) of this section.] 
 
Outcome Rationale: The District had a negative certification in 2011/12 and major expenditure 
reductions were made in order to get the district fiscally solvent in 2012/13.  Most of the 
reductions were in personnel, but included closing a school site also.  The district made it's best 
effort to keep class sizes within the allowable range; however, a few classes gained students 
through the year but not enough to warrant hiring additional staff.  The district will be financially 
strained if the class size penalty is assessed and it could prohibit us from hiring additional staff 
to reduce class size and ensure students get the education they need in core subjects such as 
English/Language Arts and Math.   
 
Yes. A principal may recommend to the governing board or the governing board of the school 
district may adopt a resolution determining that an exemption should be granted from any of the 
provisions of Section 41376 and 41378, with respect to such core classes on the basis that such 
provisions prevent the school and school district from developing more effective education 
programs to improve instruction in reading and mathematics. (Required see EC 41382)  
 
A potential penalty of $37,984 could be incurred by the district without this waiver. 
 
Student Population: 924 
 
City Type: Rural 
 
Local Board Approval Date: 5/21/2013 
 
Audit Penalty YN: N  
 
Categorical Program Monitoring: N 
 
Submitted by: Ms. Laura Merrick 
Position: Business Manager 
E-mail: lmerrick@cwusd.com 
Telephone: 530-347-3165   
Fax: 530-347-0247 
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California Department of Education  
WAIVER SUBMISSION - Specific 
 
CD Code: 1964501 Waiver Number: 18-6-2013  Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 6/25/2013 12:59:29 PM 
 
Local Education Agency: El Monte City School District  
Address: 3540 North Lexington Ave. 
El Monte, CA 91731   
 
Start: 8/28/2012   End: 6/10/2013 
 
Waiver Renewal: N 
Previous Waiver Number:        Previous SBE Approval Date:  
 
Waiver Topic: Class Size Penalties  
Ed Code Title: Over Limit on Grades 1-3  
Ed Code Section: portions of 41376 (a) (c) and (d) 
Ed Code Authority: 41382 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: EC 41376 (a)(c) and (d) The Superintendent of Public Instruction, in 
computing apportionments and allowances from the State School Fund for the second principal 
apportionment, shall determine the following for the regular day classes of the elementary 
schools maintained by each school district: [(a) For grades 1 to 3, inclusive, he shall determine 
the number of classes, the number of pupils enrolled in each class, the total enrollment in all 
such classes, the average number of pupils enrolled per class, and the total of the numbers of 
pupils which are in excess of thirty (30) in each class. For those districts which do not have any 
classes with an enrollment in excess of 32 and whose average size for all the classes is 30.0 or 
less, there shall be no excess declared. For those districts which have one or more classes in 
excess of an enrollment of 32 or whose average size for all the classes is more than 30, the 
excess shall be the total of the number of pupils which are in excess of 30 in each class having 
an enrollment of more than 30. ](b) For grades 4 to 8, inclusive, he shall determine the total 
number of pupils enrolled, the number of full-time equivalent classroom teachers, and the 
average number of pupils per each full-time equivalent classroom teacher. He shall also 
determine the excess if any, of pupils enrolled in such grades in the following manner: (1) 
Determine the number of pupils by which the average number of pupils per each full-time 
equivalent classroom teacher for the current fiscal year exceeds the greater of the average 
number of pupils per each full-time equivalent classroom teacher in all the appropriate districts 
of the state, as determined by the Superintendent of Public Instruction, for October 30, 1964, or 
the average number of pupils per each full-time equivalent classroom teacher which existed in 
the district on either October 30, 1964 or March 30, 1964, as selected by the governing board. 
(2) Multiply the number determined in (1) above by the number of full-time equivalent classroom 
teachers of the current fiscal year. (3) Reduce the number determined in (2) above by the 
remainder which results from dividing such number by the average number of pupils per each 
full-time equivalent teacher for October 30, 1964, as determined by the Superintendent of Public 
Instruction in (1) above.[ (c) He shall compute the product obtained by multiplying the excess 
number of pupils, if any, under the provisions of subdivision (a) of this section by ninety-seven 
hundredths (0.97), and shall multiply the product so obtained by the ratio of statewide change in 
average daily attendance to district change in average daily attendance. Change in average 
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daily attendance shall be determined by dividing average daily attendance in grades 1, 2 and 3 
reported for purposes of the first principal apportionment of the current year by that reported for 
purposes of the first principal apportionment of the preceding year. (d) If the school district 
reports that it has maintained, during the current fiscal year, any classes in which there were 
enrolled pupils in excess of thirty (30) per class pursuant to subdivision (a) of this section, and 
there is no excess number of pupils computed pursuant to subdivision (b) of this section, he 
shall decrease the average daily attendance reported under the provisions of Section 41601 by 
the product determined under subdivision (c) of this section. ] 
 
Outcome Rationale: The District requests a waiver to increase the maximum class size in 
grades 1-3 from 32 to 33. If the waiver is not approved, the penalty will adversely affect core 
curriculum programs such as Math and English Language Arts. 
The waiver would end on June 10, 2013. 
 
Yes. A principal may recommend to the governing board or the governing board of the school 
district may adopt a resolution determining that an exemption should be granted from any of the 
provisions of Section 41376 and 41378, with respect to such core classes on the basis that such 
provisions prevent the school and school district from developing more effective education 
programs to improve instruction in reading and mathematics. (Required see EC 41382)  
 
A potential penalty of $205,000 could be incurred by the district without this waiver. 
 
Student Population: 9033 
 
City Type: Small 
 
Local Board Approval Date: 6/24/2013 
 
Audit Penalty YN: N  
 
Categorical Program Monitoring: N 
 
Submitted by: Ms. Carol McLean 
Position: Assistant Superintendent 
E-mail: cmclean@emcsd.org 
Telephone: 626-453-3700 x3728   
Fax:  
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California Department of Education  
WAIVER SUBMISSION - Specific 
 
CD Code: 1563479 Waiver Number: 14-5-2013  Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 5/20/2013 10:52:58 AM 
 
Local Education Agency: Fruitvale Elementary School District  
Address: 7311 Rosedale Hwy. 
Bakersfield, CA 93308   
 
Start: 7/1/2012  End: 6/29/2013 
 
Waiver Renewal: N 
Previous Waiver Number:    Previous SBE Approval Date:  
 
Waiver Topic: Class Size Penalties  
Ed Code Title: Over Limit on Grades 1-3  
Ed Code Section: portions of 41376 (a) (c) and (d) 
Ed Code Authority: 41382 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: EC 41376 (a)(c) and (d) The Superintendent of Public Instruction, in 
computing apportionments and allowances from the State School Fund for the second principal 
apportionment, shall determine the following for the regular day classes of the elementary 
schools maintained by each school district: [(a) For grades 1 to 3, inclusive, he shall determine 
the number of classes, the number of pupils enrolled in each class, the total enrollment in all 
such classes, the average number of pupils enrolled per class, and the total of the numbers of 
pupils which are in excess of thirty (30) in each class. For those districts which do not have any 
classes with an enrollment in excess of 32 and whose average size for all the classes is 30.0 or 
less, there shall be no excess declared. For those districts which have one or more classes in 
excess of an enrollment of 32 or whose average size for all the classes is more than 30, the 
excess shall be the total of the number of pupils which are in excess of 30 in each class having 
an enrollment of more than 30.](b) For grades 4 to 8, inclusive, he shall determine the total 
number of pupils enrolled, the number of full-time equivalent classroom teachers, and the 
average number of pupils per each full-time equivalent classroom teacher. He shall also 
determine the excess if any, of pupils enrolled in such grades in the following manner: (1) 
Determine the number of pupils by which the average number of pupils per each full-time 
equivalent classroom teacher for the current fiscal year exceeds the greater of the average 
number of pupils per each full-time equivalent classroom teacher in all the appropriate districts 
of the state, as determined by the Superintendent of Public Instruction, for October 30, 1964, or 
the average number of pupils per each full-time equivalent classroom teacher which existed in 
the district on either October 30, 1964 or March 30, 1964, as selected by the governing board. 
(2) Multiply the number determined in (1) above by the number of full-time equivalent classroom 
teachers of the current fiscal year. (3) Reduce the number determined in (2) above by the 
remainder which results from dividing such number by the average number of pupils per each 
full-time equivalent teacher for October 30, 1964, as determined by the Superintendent of Public 
Instruction in (1) above. [ (c) He shall compute the product obtained by multiplying the excess 
number of pupils, if any, under the provisions of subdivision (a) of this section by ninety-seven 
hundredths (0.97), and shall multiply the product so obtained by the ratio of statewide change in 
average daily attendance to district change in average daily attendance. Change in average 
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daily attendance shall be determined by dividing average daily attendance in grades 1, 2 and 3 
reported for purposes of the first principal apportionment of the current year by that reported for 
purposes of the first principal apportionment of the preceding year. (d) If the school district 
reports that it has maintained, during the current fiscal year, any classes in which there were 
enrolled pupils in excess of thirty (30) per class pursuant to subdivision (a) of this section, and 
there is no excess number of pupils computed pursuant to subdivision (b) of this section, he 
shall decrease the average daily attendance reported under the provisions of Section 41601 by 
the product determined under subdivision (c) of this section.]  
 
Outcome Rationale: The Fruitvale School District for the first time has encountered a situation 
that would result in a penalty for exceeding the requirements for class sizes in grades 1st – 3rd.  
The District is requesting and seeking a Specific Waiver of an average class of 30 and an 
individual class of 33 for the 2012-13 school year.  The waiver is not a means or justification for 
the District to increase class sizes.  However, the enrollment situation in our District this year 
has brought a serious matter to our attention that caused a penalty against the District in a time 
when money for schools is lean.  The penalty was a result of one student in one class over the 
limit of 32 across our 4 elementary schools. While this excess in enrollment is not what we hope 
to ever experience, the number also didn’t lend itself to the District creating a new classroom, 
mid-year, which would then create chaos with scheduling, supplies, finding an empty classroom, 
and the hiring of a new staff teacher – all of which would significantly exceed the potential class 
size penalty ($51K) and create the possibility of new, ongoing costs to the District.  Like all other 
Districts, projecting enrollment and the planning for staff is not an exact science, and we have 
faced the need to be flexible, as has our teachers and principals.  For the good and the 
education of our students, we try and avoid excessive combination classes, bussing students 
away from their home school, and the movement of students and teachers after the start of the 
school year.  We feel that our students, parents and staff have been incredibly understanding of 
what schools have faced in light of the recession and proud of the fact that we have avoided 
instances such as furlough days in 2012-13 with the help of the passage of Proposition 30.  
While the estimated penalty of $51,234 for our District may appear to be a small amount; 
without this waiver, reductions will need to be made that will negatively effects the District’s 
ability from developing more effective core academic programs such as reading and 
mathematics.  The current budget crisis has threatened staff morale, the elimination of 
positions, and negative modifications in salary, benefits and working conditions.  The District 
has worked tirelessly to communicate with our stakeholders and staff to persevere through 
these less than ideal economic times for the betterment of the students we serve.  We are proud 
of the working relationships we have with staff and parents as well as the planning and financial 
budgeting we have prepared to remain fiscally solvent while remaining the highest scoring 
District in our county.  We understand the Governor’s proposed budget will hold Districts even 
more accountable for class sizes and possibly threaten our entire CSR amount, therefore we 
aim to reducing class size as part of our long term plan.  We just ask that we are provided some 
latitude regarding these penalties due to unforeseen circumstances regarding student mobility 
and the inability to exactly predict enrollment.  Schools are being asked to deal with a lot 
(Common Core Standards, The Local Control Funding Formula, etc.) and as we hope to begin 
to experience an upward move out of the economic crisis, we can begin restoring and rewarding 
our students and staff without the worry of additional penalties.           
 
Yes. A principal may recommend to the governing board or the governing board of the school 
district may adopt a resolution determining that an exemption should be granted from any of the 
provisions of Section 41376 and 41378, with respect to such core classes on the basis that such 
provisions prevent the school and school district from developing more effective education 
programs to improve instruction in reading and mathematics. (Required see EC 41382) 
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A potential penalty of $51,234 could be incurred by the district without this waiver. 
 
Student Population: 3305 
 
City Type: Urban 
 
Local Board Approval Date: 5/14/2013 
 
Audit Penalty YN: N  
 
Categorical Program Monitoring: N 
 
Submitted by: Dr. Matt Torres 
Position: Assistant Superintendent/Chief Business Officer  
E-mail: matorres@fruitvale.k12.ca.us 
Telephone: 661-589-3830 x207   
Fax: 661-589-3674 
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California Department of Education  
WAIVER SUBMISSION - Specific 
 
CD Code: 0961879 Waiver Number: 16-5-2013  Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 5/21/2013 10:02:55 AM 
 
Local Education Agency: Gold Oak Union Elementary School District  
Address: 3171 Pleasant Valley Rd. 
Placerville, CA 95667   
 
Start: 7/1/2012   End: 6/30/2013 
 
Waiver Renewal: N 
Previous Waiver Number:         Previous SBE Approval Date:  
 
Waiver Topic: Class Size Penalties  
Ed Code Title: Over Limit on Grades 1-3  
Ed Code Section: portions of 41376 (a) (c) and (d) 
Ed Code Authority: 41382 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: EC 41376 (a)(c) and (d) The Superintendent of Public Instruction, in 
computing apportionments and allowances from the State School Fund for the second principal 

apportionment, shall determine the following for the regular day classes of the elementary 
schools maintained by each school district: (a) For grades 1 to 3, inclusive, he shall determine 

the number of classes, the number of pupils enrolled in each class, the total enrollment in all 
such classes, the average number of pupils enrolled per class, and the total of the numbers of 

pupils which are in excess of thirty (30) in each class. For those districts which do not have any 
classes with an enrollment in excess of 32 and whose average size for all the classes is 30.0 or 

less, there shall be no excess declared. For those districts which have one or more classes in 
excess of an enrollment of 32 or whose average size for all the classes is more than 30, the 

excess shall be the total of the number of pupils which are in excess of 30 in each class having 
an enrollment of more than 30. (b) For grades 4 to 8, inclusive, he shall determine the total 

number of pupils enrolled, the number of full-time equivalent classroom teachers, and the 
average number of pupils per each full-time equivalent classroom teacher. He shall also 

determine the excess if any, of pupils enrolled in such grades in the following manner: (1) 
Determine the number of pupils by which the average number of pupils per each full-time 

equivalent classroom teacher for the current fiscal year exceeds the greater of the average 
number of pupils per each full-time equivalent classroom teacher in all the appropriate districts 

of the state, as determined by the Superintendent of Public Instruction, for October 30, 1964, or 
the average number of pupils per each full-time equivalent classroom teacher which existed in 
the district on either October 30, 1964 or March 30, 1964, as selected by the governing board. 

(2) Multiply the number determined in (1) above by the number of full-time equivalent classroom 
teachers of the current fiscal year. (3) Reduce the number determined in (2) above by the 

remainder which results from dividing such number by the average number of pupils per each 
full-time equivalent teacher for October 30, 1964, as determined by the Superintendent of Public 

Instruction in (1) above. (c) He shall compute the product obtained by multiplying the excess 
number of pupils, if any, under the provisions of subdivision (a) of this section by ninety-seven 

hundredths (0.97), and shall multiply the product so obtained by the ratio of statewide change in 
average daily attendance to district change in average daily attendance. Change in average 

daily attendance shall be determined by dividing average daily attendance in grades 1, 2 and 3 
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reported for purposes of the first principal apportionment of the current year by that reported for 
purposes of the first principal apportionment of the preceding year. (d) If the school district 

reports that it has maintained, during the current fiscal year, any classes in which there were 
enrolled pupils in excess of thirty (30) per class pursuant to subdivision (a) of this section, and 

there is no excess number of pupils computed pursuant to subdivision (b) of this section, he 
shall decrease the average daily attendance reported under the provisions of Section 41601 by 

the product determined under subdivision (c) of this section.  
Outcome Rationale: The District is requesting grades 1-3 class size averages of 32 with a 
maximum class size of 33.The potential loss; $51,498 from the class size penalties, would be 
devastating to the district. The District has no more than 2 classes per grade level. Due to the 
District's small size the slightest fluctuation in students has a critical impact on class sizes. 
CBEDS enrollment has declined 45% since 1999. However the percent of decline has not been 
consistent raging from 6% in 2000, 4% in 2005 and over 10% in 2011. This makes it very 
difficult to project class sizes with continued shrinking revenue. Approval of this waiver is crucial 
in our efforts to provide vital core programs and services to all our students. 
 
Yes. A principal may recommend to the governing board or the governing board of the school 
district may adopt a resolution determining that an exemption should be granted from any of the 
provisions of Section 41376 and 41378, with respect to such core classes on the basis that such 
provisions prevent the school and school district from developing more effective education 
programs to improve instruction in reading and mathematics. (Required see EC 41382)  
 
A potential penalty of $51,498 could be incurred by the district without this waiver. 
 
Student Population: 445 
 
City Type: Rural 
 
Local Board Approval Date: 5/20/2013 
 
Audit Penalty YN: N  
 
Categorical Program Monitoring: N 
 
Submitted by: Ms. Linda Himmel 
Position: Chief Fiscal  
E-mail: lhimmel@gousd.org 
Telephone: 530-626-3150   
Fax:  
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California Department of Education  
WAIVER SUBMISSION - Specific 
 
CD Code: 1563503 Waiver Number: 27-6-2013  Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 6/27/2013 3:38:18 PM 
 
Local Education Agency: Greenfield Union School District  
Address: 1624 Fairview Rd. 
Bakersfield, CA 93307   
 
Start: 7/1/2012   End: 6/30/2014 
 
Waiver Renewal: N 
Previous Waiver Number:        Previous SBE Approval Date:  
 
Waiver Topic: Class Size Penalties  
Ed Code Title: Over Limit on Grades 1-3  
Ed Code Section: portions of 41376 (a), (c), and (d) 
Ed Code Authority: 41382 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: The Superintendent of Public Instruction, in computing 
apportionments and allowances from the State School Fund for the second principal 
apportionment, shall determine the following for the regular day classes of the elementary 
schools maintained by each school district: 
 
   [(a) For grades 1 to 3, inclusive, he shall determine the number of classes, the number of 
pupils enrolled in each class, the total enrollment in all such classes, the average number of 
pupils enrolled per class, and the total of the numbers of pupils which are in excess of thirty (30) 
in each class.  For those districts which do not have any classes with an enrollment in excess of 
32 and whose average size for all the classes is 30.0 or less, there shall be no excess declared. 
For those districts which have one or more classes in excess of an enrollment of 32 or whose 
average size for all the classes is more than 30, the excess shall be the total of the number of 
pupils which are in excess of 30 in each class having an enrollment of more than 30.] 
 
   (b) For grades 4 to 8, inclusive, he shall determine the total number of pupils enrolled, the 
number of full-time equivalent classroom teachers, and the average number of pupils per each 
full-time equivalent classroom teacher. He shall also determine the excess if any, of pupils 
enrolled in such grades in the following manner: 
 
   (1) Determine the number of pupils by which the average number of pupils per each full-time 
equivalent classroom teacher for the current fiscal year exceeds the greater of the average 
number of pupils per each full-time equivalent classroom teacher in all the appropriate districts 
of the state, as determined by the Superintendent of Public Instruction, for October 30, 1964, or 
the average number of pupils per each full-time equivalent classroom teacher which existed in 
the district on either October 30, 1964 or March 30, 1964, as selected by the governing board.  
 
   (2) Multiply the number determined in (1) above by the number of full-time equivalent 
classroom teachers of the current fiscal year. 
 



Attachment 9 
Page 2 of 2 

Revised:  8/27/2013 3:47 PM 

   (3) Reduce the number determined in (2) above by the remainder which results from dividing 
such number by the average number of pupils per each full-time equivalent teacher for October 
30, 1964, as determined by the Superintendent of Public Instruction in (1) above.  
 
 [  (c) He shall compute the product obtained by multiplying the excess number of pupils, if any, 
under the provisions of subdivision (a) of this section by ninety-seven hundredths (0.97), and 
shall multiply the product so obtained by the ratio of statewide change in average daily 
attendance to district change in average daily attendance. Change in average daily attendance 
shall be determined by dividing average daily attendance in grades 1, 2 and 3 reported for 
purposes of the first principal apportionment of the current year by that reported for purposes of 
the first principal apportionment of the preceding year. 
 
   (d) If the school district reports that it has maintained, during the current fiscal year, any 
classes in which there were enrolled pupils in excess of thirty (30) per class pursuant to 
subdivision (a) of this section, and there is no excess number of pupils computed pursuant to 
subdivision (b) of this section, he shall decrease the average daily attendance reported under 
the provisions of Section 41601 by the product determined under subdivision (c) of this section.] 
 
Outcome Rationale: Over the last five years, Greenfield Union School District has lost 
approximately $47.5 million in eligible revenue limit revenue.  In light of the budget crisis and 
reduced revenue, the district requests a waiver to increase the district-wide average number of 
pupils per full-time equivalent teacher in grades 1-3 from 30.0 per FTE to 32 per FTE with no 
class larger than 32 in both years.  The district also experienced unanticipated growth when 
school opened in August 2012.  Without approval of this waiver, the financial penalties would 
have a detrimental effect on the district's operations and ability to maintain and improve 
instruction in all core subjects. 
 
Yes. A principal may recommend to the governing board or the governing board of the school 
district may adopt a resolution determining that an exemption should be granted from any of the 
provisions of Section 41376 and 41378, with respect to such core classes on the basis that such 
provisions prevent the school and school district from developing more effective education 
programs to improve instruction in reading and mathematics. (Required see EC 41382)  
 
A potential penalty of $531,526 could be incurred by the district without this waiver. 
 
Student Population: 9072 
 
City Type: Rural 
 
Local Board Approval Date: 6/26/2013 
 
Audit Penalty YN: N  
 
Categorical Program Monitoring: N 
 
Submitted by: Ms. Rebecca Thomas 
Position: Chief Business Official 
E-mail: thomasr@gfusd.net 
Telephone: 661-837-6000 x4820   
Fax: 661-832-2873
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California Department of Education  
WAIVER SUBMISSION - Specific 
 
CD Code: 3768155 Waiver Number: 15-6-2013  Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 6/20/2013 10:34:11 AM 
 
Local Education Agency: Jamul-Dulzura Union Elementary School District  
Address: 14581 Lyons Valley Rd. 
Jamul, CA 91935   
 
Start: 7/1/2013   End: 6/30/2015 
 
Waiver Renewal: Y 
Previous Waiver Number: 33-3-2012-W-27       Previous SBE Approval Date: 7/18/2012 
 
Waiver Topic: Class Size Penalties  
Ed Code Title: Over Limit on Grades 1-3  
Ed Code Section: portions of 41376 (a), (c), and (d) 
Ed Code Authority: 41382 

Ed Code or CCR to Waive: EC 41376 (a)(c) and (d) The Superintendent of Public Instruction, in 
computing apportionments and allowances from the State School Fund for the second principal 
apportionment, shall determine the following for the regular day classes of the elementary 
schools maintained by each school district: [(a) For grades 1 to 3, inclusive, he shall determine 
the number of classes, the number of pupils enrolled in each class, the total enrollment in all 
such classes, the average number of pupils enrolled per class, and the total of the numbers of 
pupils which are in excess of thirty (30) in each class. For those districts which do not have any 
classes with an enrollment in excess of 32 and whose average size for all the classes is 30.0 or 
less, there shall be no excess declared. For those districts which have one or more classes in 
excess of an enrollment of 32 or whose average size for all the classes is more than 30, the 
excess shall be the total of the number of pupils which are in excess of 30 in each class having 
an enrollment of more than 30.] (b) For grades 4 to 8, inclusive, he shall determine the total 
number of pupils enrolled, the number of full-time equivalent classroom teachers, and the 
average number of pupils per each full-time equivalent classroom teacher. He shall also 
determine the excess if any, of pupils enrolled in such grades in the following manner: (1) 
Determine the number of pupils by which the average number of pupils per each full-time 
equivalent classroom teacher for the current fiscal year exceeds the greater of the average 
number of pupils per each full-time equivalent classroom teacher in all the appropriate districts 
of the state, as determined by the Superintendent of Public Instruction, for October 30, 1964, or 
the average number of pupils per each full-time equivalent classroom teacher which existed in 
the district on either October 30, 1964 or March 30, 1964, as selected by the governing board. 
(2) Multiply the number determined in (1) above by the number of full-time equivalent classroom 
teachers of the current fiscal year. (3) Reduce the number determined in (2) above by the 
remainder which results from dividing such number by the average number of pupils per each 
full-time equivalent teacher for October 30, 1964, as determined by the Superintendent of Public 
Instruction in (1) above.[ (c) He shall compute the product obtained by multiplying the excess 
number of pupils, if any, under the provisions of subdivision (a) of this section by ninety-seven 
hundredths (0.97), and shall multiply the product so obtained by the ratio of statewide change in 
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average daily attendance to district change in average daily attendance. Change in average 
daily attendance shall be determined by dividing average daily attendance in grades 1, 2 and 3 
reported for purposes of the first principal apportionment of the current year by that reported for 
purposes of the first principal apportionment of the preceding year. (d) If the school district 
reports that it has maintained, during the current fiscal year, any classes in which there were 
enrolled pupils in excess of thirty (30) per class pursuant to subdivision (a) of this section, and 
there is no excess number of pupils computed pursuant to subdivision (b) of this section, he 
shall decrease the average daily attendance reported under the provisions of Section 41601 by 
the product determined under subdivision (c) of this section.]  

Outcome Rationale: The District is requesting this waiver to temporarily increase class sizes in 
grades 1-3 in order to reduce expenditures and to meet its required State Reserve level.  The 
District has been proactive in maintaining staffing/student acceptable ratios, District has been 
experiencing serious declining enrollment for the past 10 years and projections show the decline 
will not level out for at least another 3-5 years.  District is requesting this waiver maintain its 
fiscal stability and not incur any penalties that would hinder the distircts fiscal stability. 
 
Yes. A principal may recommend to the governing board or the governing board of the school 
district may adopt a resolution determining that an exemption should be granted from any of the 
provisions of Section 41376 and 41378, with respect to such core classes on the basis that such 
provisions prevent the school and school district from developing more effective education 
programs to improve instruction in reading and mathematics. (Required see EC 41382)  
 
A potential penalty of $101,497 could be incurred by the district without this waiver. 
 
Student Population: 630 
 
City Type: Rural 
 
Local Board Approval Date: 5/21/2013 
 
Audit Penalty YN: N  
 
Categorical Program Monitoring: N 
 
Submitted by: Ms. Lisa Davis 
Position: Business Manager 
E-mail: ldavis@jdusd.net 
Telephone: 619-669-7703   
Fax: 619-669-0254 
 
Bargaining Unit Date: 05/08/2013 
Name: Jamul Dulzura Union Teachers Association (JDUTA) 
Representative: Barbara Smithsom 
Title: President 
Position: Support 
Comments:  
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California Department of Education  
WAIVER SUBMISSION - Specific 
 
CD Code: 0161242 Waiver Number: 5-6-2013  Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 6/13/2013 11:28:05 AM 
 
Local Education Agency: New Haven Unified School District  
Address: 34200 Alvarado-Niles Rd. 
Union City, CA 94587   
 
Start: 7/1/2012   End: 6/30/2014 
 
Waiver Renewal: N 
Previous Waiver Number:        Previous SBE Approval Date:  
 
Waiver Topic: Class Size Penalties  
Ed Code Title: Over Limit on Grades 1-3  
Ed Code Section: portions of 41376 (a) (c) and (d) 
Ed Code Authority: 41382 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: EC 41376 (a)(c) and (d) The Superintendent of Public Instruction, in 
computing apportionments and allowances from the State School Fund for the second principal 
apportionment, shall determine the following for the regular day classes of the elementary 
schools maintained by each school district: [(a) For grades 1 to 3, inclusive, he shall determine 
the number of classes, the number of pupils enrolled in each class, the total enrollment in all 
such classes, the average number of pupils enrolled per class, and the total of the numbers of 
pupils which are in excess of thirty (30) in each class. For those districts which do not have any 
classes with an enrollment in excess of 32 and whose average size for all the classes is 30.0 or 
less, there shall be no excess declared. For those districts which have one or more classes in 
excess of an enrollment of 32 or whose average size for all the classes is more than 30, the 
excess shall be the total of the number of pupils which are in excess of 30 in each class having 
an enrollment of more than 30.] (b) For grades 4 to 8, inclusive, he shall determine the total 
number of pupils enrolled, the number of full-time equivalent classroom teachers, and the 
average number of pupils per each full-time equivalent classroom teacher. He shall also 
determine the excess if any, of pupils enrolled in such grades in the following manner: (1) 
Determine the number of pupils by which the average number of pupils per each full-time 
equivalent classroom teacher for the current fiscal year exceeds the greater of the average 
number of pupils per each full-time equivalent classroom teacher in all the appropriate districts 
of the state, as determined by the Superintendent of Public Instruction, for October 30, 1964, or 
the average number of pupils per each full-time equivalent classroom teacher which existed in 
the district on either October 30, 1964 or March 30, 1964, as selected by the governing board. 
(2) Multiply the number determined in (1) above by the number of full-time equivalent classroom 
teachers of the current fiscal year. (3) Reduce the number determined in (2) above by the 
remainder which results from dividing such number by the average number of pupils per each 
full-time equivalent teacher for October 30, 1964, as determined by the Superintendent of Public 
Instruction in (1) above. [(c) He shall compute the product obtained by multiplying the excess 
number of pupils, if any, under the provisions of subdivision (a) of this section by ninety-seven 
hundredths (0.97), and shall multiply the product so obtained by the ratio of statewide change in 
average daily attendance to district change in average daily attendance. Change in average 
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daily attendance shall be determined by dividing average daily attendance in grades 1, 2 and 3 
reported for purposes of the first principal apportionment of the current year by that reported for 
purposes of the first principal apportionment of the preceding year. (d) If the school district 
reports that it has maintained, during the current fiscal year, any classes in which there were 
enrolled pupils in excess of thirty (30) per class pursuant to subdivision (a) of this section, and 
there is no excess number of pupils computed pursuant to subdivision (b) of this section, he 
shall decrease the average daily attendance reported under the provisions of Section 41601 by 
the product determined under subdivision (c) of this section.] 
 
Outcome Rationale: Due to the continuing statewide budget crisis and the ongoing reductions to 
school district revenues, it has become necessary, for the first time, to staff our grades 1-3 
classrooms at a 30:1 ratio.  This fiscally conservative staffing level created an environment in 
which the districted exceeded the mandated class-size requirements.  Options to avoid these 
penalties which have been available to the district in the past (hiring additional staff, for 
example) are not available in this current fiscal environment.  Further, a penalty of 
approximately $400,000, would prevent the district from developing more effective educational 
programs for pupils to improve instruction in core programs including reading and mathematics. 
 
Yes. A principal may recommend to the governing board or the governing board of the school 
district may adopt a resolution determining that an exemption should be granted from any of the 
provisions of Section 41376 and 41378, with respect to such core classes on the basis that such 
provisions prevent the school and school district from developing more effective education 
programs to improve instruction in reading and mathematics. (Required see EC 41382)  
 
A potential penalty of $409,000 could be incurred by the district without this waiver. 
 
Student Population: 12912 
 
City Type: Urban 
 
Local Board Approval Date: 6/4/2013 
 
Audit Penalty YN: N  
 
Categorical Program Monitoring: N 
 
Submitted by: Mr. John Mattos 
Position: Coord. District Safety, Risk Mngmnt. & Enrollment 
E-mail: jmattos@nhusd.k12.ca.us 
Telephone: 510-476-2627   
Fax: 510-441-1926 
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California Department of Education  
WAIVER SUBMISSION - Specific 
 
CD Code: 3467439 Waiver Number: 7-6-2013  Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 6/14/2013 4:22:45 PM 
 
Local Education Agency: Sacramento City Unified School District  
Address: 5735 47th Ave. 
Sacramento, CA 95824   
 
Start: 7/1/2012   End: 6/30/2013 
 
Waiver Renewal: N 
Previous Waiver Number:        Previous SBE Approval Date:  
 
Waiver Topic: Class Size Penalties  
Ed Code Title: Over Limit on Grades 1-3  
Ed Code Section: portions of 41376 (a) (c) and (d) 
Ed Code Authority: 41382 

Ed Code or CCR to Waive: EC 41376 (a)(c) and (d) The Superintendent of Public Instruction, in 
computing apportionments and allowances from the State School Fund for the second principal 
apportionment, shall determine the following for the regular day classes of the elementary 
schools maintained by each school district: [(a) For grades 1 to 3, inclusive, he shall determine 
the number of classes, the number of pupils enrolled in each class, the total enrollment in all 
such classes, the average number of pupils enrolled per class, and the total of the numbers of 
pupils which are in excess of thirty (30) in each class. For those districts which do not have any 
classes with an enrollment in excess of 32 and whose average size for all the classes is 30.0 or 
less, there shall be no excess declared. For those districts which have one or more classes in 
excess of an enrollment of 32 or whose average size for all the classes is more than 30, the 
excess shall be the total of the number of pupils which are in excess of 30 in each class having 
an enrollment of more than 30.] (b) For grades 4 to 8, inclusive, he shall determine the total 
number of pupils enrolled, the number of full-time equivalent classroom teachers, and the 
average number of pupils per each full-time equivalent classroom teacher. He shall also 
determine the excess if any, of pupils enrolled in such grades in the following manner: (1) 
Determine the number of pupils by which the average number of pupils per each full-time 
equivalent classroom teacher for the current fiscal year exceeds the greater of the average 
number of pupils per each full-time equivalent classroom teacher in all the appropriate districts 
of the state, as determined by the Superintendent of Public Instruction, for October 30, 1964, or 
the average number of pupils per each full-time equivalent classroom teacher which existed in 
the district on either October 30, 1964 or March 30, 1964, as selected by the governing board. 
(2) Multiply the number determined in (1) above by the number of full-time equivalent classroom 
teachers of the current fiscal year. (3) Reduce the number determined in (2) above by the 
remainder which results from dividing such number by the average number of pupils per each 
full-time equivalent teacher for October 30, 1964, as determined by the Superintendent of Public 
Instruction in (1) above. [(c) He shall compute the product obtained by multiplying the excess 
number of pupils, if any, under the provisions of subdivision (a) of this section by ninety-seven 
hundredths (0.97), and shall multiply the product so obtained by the ratio of statewide change in 
average daily attendance to district change in average daily attendance. Change in average 
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daily attendance shall be determined by dividing average daily attendance in grades 1, 2 and 3 
reported for purposes of the first principal apportionment of the current year by that reported for 
purposes of the first principal apportionment of the preceding year. (d) If the school district 
reports that it has maintained, during the current fiscal year, any classes in which there were 
enrolled pupils in excess of thirty (30) per class pursuant to subdivision (a) of this section, and 
there is no excess number of pupils computed pursuant to subdivision (b) of this section, he 
shall decrease the average daily attendance reported under the provisions of Section 41601 by 
the product determined under subdivision (c) of this section.]  

Outcome Rationale: In fiscal year 2012-13 Sacramento City Unified School District (SCUSD) 
had one class at ratio of 1:33 in 3rd grade that placed the District on the penalty.   SCUSD is 
requesting a waiver due to this one class that went above 32:1.  
 
Yes. A principal may recommend to the governing board or the governing board of the school 
district may adopt a resolution determining that an exemption should be granted from any of the 
provisions of Section 41376 and 41378, with respect to such core classes on the basis that such 
provisions prevent the school and school district from developing more effective education 
programs to improve instruction in reading and mathematics. (Required see EC 41382)  
 
A potential penalty of $735,033 could be incurred by the district without this waiver. 
 
Student Population: 41883 
 
City Type: Urban 
 
Local Board Approval Date: 5/16/2013 
 
Audit Penalty YN: N  
 
Categorical Program Monitoring: N 
 
Submitted by: Mr. Gerardo Castillo 
Position: Director of Fiscal Services 
E-mail: Gerardo-Castillo@scusd.edu 
Telephone: 916-643-9405   
Fax:  
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California Department of Education  
WAIVER SUBMISSION - Specific 
 
CD Code: 5071282 Waiver Number: 19-6-2013  Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 6/25/2013 3:15:50 PM 
 
Local Education Agency: Stanislaus Union Elementary School District 
Address: 2410 Janna Ave. 
Modesto, CA 95350   
 
Start: 7/1/2012   End: 6/30/2013 
 
Waiver Renewal: Y 
Previous Waiver Number: 4-6-2012-W-12       Previous SBE Approval Date: 9/13/2012 
 
Waiver Topic: Class Size Penalties  
Ed Code Title: Over Limit on Grades 1-3  
Ed Code Section: portions of 41376(a) (c) and (d) 
Ed Code Authority: 41382 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: Request to waive Ed Code Section 41382 
 
Outcome Rationale: Our district has been experiencing declining enrollment and, like many 
districts, was hit hard by the Recession.  The desired outcome of this request is that CDE 
approve our Renewal Waiver request in regards to the 2012-13 Grades 1-3 Excess Enrollment 
situation.  The district is attempting to maximize its funding while maintaining a quality 
educational program.  We believe that this excess enrollment situation does not impede our 
educational delivery. 
 
Yes. A principal may recommend to the governing board or the governing board of the school 
district may adopt a resolution determining that an exemption should be granted from any of the 
provisions of Section 41376 and 41378, with respect to such core classes on the basis that such 
provisions prevent the school and school district from developing more effective education 
programs to improve instruction in reading and mathematics. (Required see EC 41382) A 
potential penalty of $94478 could be incurred by the district without this waiver. 
 
Student Population: 3035 
 
City Type: Urban 
 
Local Board Approval Date: 5/18/2013 
 
Audit Penalty YN: N  
 
Categorical Program Monitoring: N 
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Submitted by: Ms. Sandy Putnam 
Position: Chief Business Official 
E-mail: sputnam@stanunion.k12.ca.us 
Telephone: 209-529-9546 x1000   
Fax:  
 
Bargaining Unit Date: 05/13/2013 
Name: CSEA-Californai School Employees Association 
Representative: Cathy Hudson 
Title: CSEA President 
Position: Support 
Comments:  
 
Bargaining Unit Date: 05/13/2013 
Name: SUTA - Stanislaus Union Teachers Association 
Representative: Shiela Marable 
Title: SUTA President 
Position: Support 
Comments:  
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California Department of Education  
WAIVER SUBMISSION - Specific 
 
CD Code: 4870573 Waiver Number: 17-6-2013  Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 6/24/2013 2:30:20 PM 
 
Local Education Agency: Vacaville Unified School District  
Address: 401 Nut Tree Rd. 
Vacaville, CA 95687   
 
Start: 7/1/2012   End: 7/1/2014 
 
Waiver Renewal: N 
Previous Waiver Number:        Previous SBE Approval Date:  
 
Waiver Topic: Class Size Penalties  
Ed Code Title: Over Limit on Grades 1-3  
Ed Code Section: portions of 41376 (a) (c) and (d) 
Ed Code Authority: 41382 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: EC 41376 (a)(c) and (d) The Superintendent of Public Instruction, in 
computing apportionments and allowances from the State School Fund for the second principal 
apportionment, shall determine the following for the regular day classes of the elementary 
schools maintained by each school district:[ (a) For grades 1 to 3, inclusive, he shall determine 
the number of classes, the number of pupils enrolled in each class, the total enrollment in all 
such classes, the average number of pupils enrolled per class, and the total of the numbers of 
pupils which are in excess of thirty (30) in each class. For those districts which do not have any 
classes with an enrollment in excess of 32 and whose average size for all the classes is 30.0 or 
less, there shall be no excess declared. For those districts which have one or more classes in 
excess of an enrollment of 32 or whose average size for all the classes is more than 30, the 
excess shall be the total of the number of pupils which are in excess of 30 in each class having 
an enrollment of more than 30.] (b) For grades 4 to 8, inclusive, he shall determine the total 
number of pupils enrolled, the number of full-time equivalent classroom teachers, and the 
average number of pupils per each full-time equivalent classroom teacher. He shall also 
determine the excess if any, of pupils enrolled in such grades in the following manner: (1) 
Determine the number of pupils by which the average number of pupils per each full-time 
equivalent classroom teacher for the current fiscal year exceeds the greater of the average 
number of pupils per each full-time equivalent classroom teacher in all the appropriate districts 
of the state, as determined by the Superintendent of Public Instruction, for October 30, 1964, or 
the average number of pupils per each full-time equivalent classroom teacher which existed in 
the district on either October 30, 1964 or March 30, 1964, as selected by the governing board. 
(2) Multiply the number determined in (1) above by the number of full-time equivalent classroom 
teachers of the current fiscal year. (3) Reduce the number determined in (2) above by the 
remainder which results from dividing such number by the average number of pupils per each 
full-time equivalent teacher for October 30, 1964, as determined by the Superintendent of Public 
Instruction in (1) above. [(c) He shall compute the product obtained by multiplying the excess 
number of pupils, if any, under the provisions of subdivision (a) of this section by ninety-seven 
hundredths (0.97), and shall multiply the product so obtained by the ratio of statewide change in 
average daily attendance to district change in average daily attendance. Change in average 
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daily attendance shall be determined by dividing average daily attendance in grades 1, 2 and 3 
reported for purposes of the first principal apportionment of the current year by that reported for 
purposes of the first principal apportionment of the preceding year. (d) If the school district 
reports that it has maintained, during the current fiscal year, any classes in which there were 
enrolled pupils in excess of thirty (30) per class pursuant to subdivision (a) of this section, and 
there is no excess number of pupils computed pursuant to subdivision (b) of this section, he 
shall decrease the average daily attendance reported under the provisions of Section 41601 by 
the product determined under subdivision (c) of this section.] 
 
Outcome Rationale: Due to the fiscal crisis over the past 4 years, Vacaville Unified School 
district had to staff all our contracted positions as tight as possible.  Our certificated teaching 
ratios for the 2012-13 school year, grades 1-3 are 29.0  First through third grades had 3 classes 
that were at 33 and 3 at 34.  The original staffing projection in those classes was at 32, but as 
the school year progressed, we added students above the 32 mark.  A conscious decision was 
made not to add additional teachers and not to move students to schools outisde their area of 
resident. 
 
We are doing our best with limited resurces and trying to to overstaff.  We have a history of 
being fiscally responsible and continue to take this responsibility seriously. 
 
Yes. A principal may recommend to the governing board or the governing board of the school 
district may adopt a resolution determining that an exemption should be granted from any of the 
provisions of Section 41376 and 41378, with respect to such core classes on the basis that such 
provisions prevent the school and school district from developing more effective education 
programs to improve instruction in reading and mathematics. (Required see EC 41382)  
 
A potential penalty of $370,000 could be incurred by the district without this waiver. 
 
Student Population: 12500 
 
City Type: Small 
 
Local Board Approval Date: 6/13/2013 
 
Audit Penalty YN: Y  
 
Categorical Program Monitoring: N 
 
Submitted by: Mr. Randy Henry 
Position: Chief Human Resources Officer 
E-mail: randyh@vacavilleusd.org 
Telephone: 707-453-6108   
Fax: 707-453-6999 
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California Department of Education 
Executive Office 
SBE-005 General (REV. 08/2011) ITEM #W-14 
  
 CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION 

 
SEPTEMBER 2013 AGENDA 

 
 General Waiver 

SUBJECT 
 

Request by two districts to waive portions of California Education Code 
Section 41376(b) and (e), relating to class size penalties for grades four 
through eight.  A district’s current class size maximum is the greater of the 
1964 statewide average of 29.9 to one or the district’s 1964 average.  
 
Waiver Numbers: Dos Palos Oro Loma Joint Unified School District 29-5-2013 
                             Jamul-Dulzura Union Elementary School District 14-6-2013 
 

 
 Action 

 
 

 Consent 
 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 

  Approval    Approval with conditions    Denial 
 
The California Department of Education recommends that the class size penalty in 
grades four through eight be waived provided the class size average is not greater than 
the recommended new maximum average shown on Attachment 1 for each district. 
These waivers do not exceed two years less one day, therefore, Education Code (EC) 
Section 33051(b) will not apply, and the districts must reapply to continue the waiver. 
 
SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND ACTION 
 
Since September 2009, the State Board of Education (SBE) has approved all grades 
four through eight class size penalty waiver requests. Before the September 2009 board 
meeting, no waivers had been submitted since 1999. 
 
SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES 
 
The various districts listed on Attachment 1 request a waiver of subdivisions (b) and (e) 
of EC Section 41376, which relates to class size penalties for grades four through eight 
that reduce a district’s revenue limit funding. A class size penalty is assessed for grades 
four through eight if a district exceeds the greater of the district’s class size average in 
1964 or the statewide average set in 1964. Statewide, 292 districts out of 883 or 33 
percent of districts in California can have a class size average greater than 29.9.  
 
The districts listed on Attachment 1 request flexibility to temporarily increase class sizes 
in grades four through eight to reduce expenditures in light of the statewide budget 
crisis and the associated reductions in revenue limit funds provided by the state. Since 
fiscal year 2008–09, most districts have experienced at least a 10 percent reduction in 
revenue limit funding in addition to the elimination of statutory cost of living adjustments. 
In fiscal year 2012–13 school district revenue limits were reduced by 23 percent, which 
is used to establish base funding under the Local Control Funding Formula (LCFF). 
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Furthermore, payments for over one-fifth of what they are due have been deferred until 
the next fiscal year. Based on the 2013–14 Budget Act, the deferrals will not be 
eliminated until 2016–17 and it will take several years to restore the revenue limit 
reductions through LCFF.  
 
A positive certification is assigned to a school district that will meet its financial 
obligations in the current and two subsequent fiscal years. A qualified certification is 
assigned when a district may not meet its financial obligations for the current or two 
subsequent fiscal years. A negative certification is assigned when a district will be 
unable to meet its financial obligations for the remainder of the current year or for the 
subsequent fiscal year. Each district’s most recent status is identified on Attachment 1. 
 
To address funding reductions, districts are using various options in addition to 
increasing class size, including categorical program spending flexibility, reducing the 
number of days in the school year, employee furloughs, salary reductions, layoffs, or 
school closures. The statutes being waived do not preclude a district from increasing 
class sizes above certain maximums. By denying the waiver, the SBE does not ensure 
that the districts will not raise class size averages and lose funding.  
 
The Department recommends the class size penalty in grades four through eight be 
waived for each district provided the class size average is not greater than the 
recommended new maximum shown on Attachment 1. Should the district exceed this 
limit, the class size penalty would be calculated as required by statute. The estimated 
annual penalty should the district increase the class size average without a waiver is 
provided on Attachment 1. 
 
Because this is a general waiver, if the SBE decides to deny the waiver, it must 
cite one of the seven reasons in EC 33051(a), available at 
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=edc&group=33001-
34000&file=33050-33053 
 
 FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE) 
 
See Attachment 1 for estimated penalty amounts for each district without the waiver 
approval. 
 
ATTACHMENT(S) 
 
Attachment 1:  List of Waiver Numbers, Districts, and Information Regarding Each 

Waiver. (1 page) 
 
Attachment 2:  Dos Palos Oro Loma Joint Unified School District General Waiver 

Request 29-5-2013 (3 pages) (Original waiver request is signed and on 
file in the Waiver Office.) 

 
Attachment 3:  Jamul-Dulzura Union Elementary School District General Waiver 

Request 14-6-2013 (3 pages) (Original waiver request is signed and on 
file in the Waiver Office.)

http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=edc&group=33001-34000&file=33050-33053
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=edc&group=33001-34000&file=33050-33053
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California Education Code Section 41376 (b) and (e): A district’s current class size maximum is the 
greater of the 1964 statewide average of 29.9 to one or the district’s 1964 average. 
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Waiver 
Number 

District/County 
and District 

Code 
Period of 
Request 

1964 Class 
Size Average 

(Current 
Maximum) 

District’s 
Request 

CDE 
Recommended 

(New Maximum) 

Bargaining Unit, 
Representatives 
Consulted, Date, 

and Position 

Local 
Board & 
Public 

Hearing 
Approval 

Date 

Potential 
Annual 
Penalty 
Without 
Waiver 

Fiscal 
Status 

Previous 
Waivers 

29-5-2013 

Dos Palos Oro 
Loma Joint 
Unified School 
District 
24-75317 

Requested: 
July 1, 2013 to 
June 30, 2015 

 
Recommended: 
July 1, 2013 to 
June 29, 2014 29.9 35 35 

California Teachers 
Association, Sheila 
Ryskamp, President 

5/6/13 
Neutral 5/16/13 

$818,400 
each year Positive 

Yes 
7/1/11 to 
6/29/13 

           

14-6-2013 

Jamul-Dulzura 
Union 
Elementary 
School District 
37-68155 

Requested: 
July 1, 2013 to 
June 30, 2015 

 
Recommended: 
July 1, 2013 to 
June 29, 2014 29.9 35 35 

Jamul-Dulzura Union 
Teachers Association, 

Barbara Smithsom, 
President 

5/8/13 
Support 5/21/13 

$101,497 
each year  Positive 

Yes 
7/1/12 to 
6/29/13 

 
 
Created by California Department of Education 
July 8, 2013
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California Department of Education 
WAIVER SUBMISSION - General 
 
CD Code: 2475317 Waiver Number: 29-5-2013  Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 5/31/2013 12:06:35 PM 
 
Local Education Agency: Dos Palos Oro Loma Joint Unified School District  
Address: 2041 Almond St. 
Dos Palos, CA 93620 
 
Start: 7/1/2013  End: 6/30/2015 
 
Waiver Renewal: Y 
Previous Waiver Number: 32-4-2011-W-1  Previous SBE Approval Date: 
7/13/2011 
 
Waiver Topic: Class Size Penalties  
Ed Code Title: Over Limit on Grades 4-8  
Ed Code Section: portions of 41376 (b) and (e) 
Ed Code Authority: 33050 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: Ed Code 41376(b):  For grades 4 to 8, inclusive, he shall determine 
the total number of pupils enrolled, the number of fulltime equivalent classroom teachers, and 
the average number of pupils per each full-time equivalent classroom teacher.  He shall also 
determine the excess if any, of pupils enrolled in such grades in the following manner: 
 
1) Determine the number of pupils by which the average number of pupils per each full-time 
equivalent classroom teacher for the current fiscal year exceeds the greater of the average 
number of pupils per each full-time equivalent classroom teacher in all the appropriate districts 
of the state, as determined by the Superintendent of Public Instruction, [for October 30, 1964, or 
the average number of pupils per each full time equivalent classroom teacher which existed in 
the district on either October 30, 1964 or March 30, 1964, as selected by the governing board.] 
 
2) [Multiply the number determined in (1) above by the number of full-time equivalent classroom 
teachers of the current fiscal year.] 
 
3) [Reduce the number determined in (2) above by the remainder which results from dividing 
such number by the average number of pupils per each full-time equivalent teacher for October 
30, 1964, as determined by the Superintendent of Public Instruction in (1) above.] 
[Ed Code 41376(e):  If the school district reports that it has maintained, during the current fiscal 
year, no classes in which there were enrolled pupils in excess of thirty (30) per class determined 
pursuant to subdivision (a) of this section, and there is an excess number of pupils computed 
pursuant to subdivision (b) of this section, he shall make the following computation:  He shall 
compute the product obtained by multiplying the excess number of pupils computed pursuant to 
subdivision (b) of this section by ninety-seven hundredths (0.97) and shall multiply the product 
so obtained by the ratio of statewide change in average daily attendance to the district change 
in average daily attendance.  He shall decrease the average daily attendance reported under 
the provisions of Section 41601 by the resulting product.] 
Outcome Rationale: Education Code provides class size averages in grades 4-8 for the 
DPOLJUSD to not exceed 29.9.  DPOLJUSD is currently in the fifth year of declining enrollment 



Attachment 2 
Page 2 of 3 

Revised:  8/27/2013 3:47 PM 

with a loss of 307 students or over 11 percent of our total enrollment. The combination of State 
budget cuts, revenue deferrals and our severe declining enrollment has made our financial 
situation difficult. With the approval of the original waiver we have been able to carefully 
manage our reductions in expenditures and return the district from negative fiscal status to 
positive status. However, Ed Code restrictions on class sizes in grades K-8 inhibit our ability to 
monitor and adjust staffing costs to address our declining enrollment. Through collaboration with 
our bargaining units, the Governing Board has revised the District’s policy on class size 
averages. We need the flexibility of class size ratios of 35:1 for grades 4-8. This waiver would 
allow for average class sizes in grades 4-8 to increase from 29.9 to 35:1. The larger class sizes 
will allow the District to act proactively to deal with the financial instability. The District has 
recovered from the negative certification but still needs the State Board of Education’s help. It is 
in the best interest of all District students to maintain local control. We are working diligently to 
remain fiscally solvent while providing a quality educational program for our students. 
 
A potential penalty of $818,400 could be incurred by the district without this waiver. 
 
Student Population: 2300 
 
City Type: Rural 
 
Public Hearing Date: 5/16/2013 
Public Hearing Advertised: Notice in a newspaper, posted at each school, and District web page 
 
Local Board Approval Date: 5/16/2013 
 
Community Council Reviewed By: Bryant Middle School, Site Council on 03/28/13, Marks 
Elementary School, Site Council on 03/14/13 
Community Council Reviewed Date: 3/14/2013 
Community Council Objection: N 
Community Council Objection Explanation:  
 
Audit Penalty YN: N 
 
Categorical Program Monitoring: N 
 
Submitted by: Dr. Brian Walker 
Position: Superintendent 
E-mail: bwalker@dpol.net 
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Telephone: 209-392-0203 
Fax: 209-392-0200 
 
Bargaining Unit Date: 05/06/2013 
Name: California School Employees Association 
Representative: Albia Castillo 
Title: President 
Position: Neutral 
Comments:  
 
Bargaining Unit Date: 05/06/2013 
Name: California Teachers Association 
Representative: Shelia Ryskamp 
Title: President 
Position: Neutral 
Comments:  
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California Department of Education 
WAIVER SUBMISSION - General 
 
CD Code: 3768155 Waiver Number: 14-6-2013  Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 6/20/2013 10:05:10 AM 
 
Local Education Agency: Jamul-Dulzura Union Elementary School District  
Address: 14581 Lyons Valley Rd. 
Jamul, CA 91935 
 
Start: 7/1/2013  End: 6/30/2015 
 
Waiver Renewal: Y 
Previous Waiver Number: 34-3-2012-W-29     Previous SBE Approval Date: 7/18/2012 
 
Waiver Topic: Class Size Penalties  
Ed Code Title: Over Limit on Grades 4-8  
Ed Code Section: portions of 41376 (b) and (e) 
Ed Code Authority: 33050 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: 41376(b) and (e) The Superintendent of Public Instruction, in 
computing apportionments and allowances from the State School Fund for the second principal 
apportionment, shall determine the following for the regular day classes of the elementary 
schools maintained by each school district: (a) For grades 1 to 3, inclusive, he shall determine 
the number of classes, the numbe of pupils enrolled in each class, the total enrollment in all 
such classes, the average number of pupils enrolled per class, and teh total of the numbers of 
pupils which are in excess of thirty (30) in each class.  For those districts which do not have any 
classes with an enrollment in excess of 32 and whose average size for all the classes is 30.0 or 
less, there shall be no excess declared.  For those districts which hae one or more classes in 
excess of an enrollment of 32 or whose average size for all the classes is more than 30, the 
excess shall be the totla of the number of pupils which are in excess of 30 in each class having 
an enrollment of more than 30. [(b) For grades 4 o 8, inclusive, he shall determine the totla 
number of pupils enrolled, the number of full time equivalent classroom teachers, and the 
average number of pupils per each full time equivalent classroom teacher.  He shall also 
determie the excess if any, of pupils enrolled in such grades in the following manner: (1) 
Determine the number of pupils by which the average number of pupils per each full time 
equivalent classroom teacher for the current fiscal year exceeds the greater of the average 
number of pupils per each full time equivalent classroom teacher in all the appropriate districtsof 
the state, as determined by the Superintendent of Public Instruction, for October 30, 1964, or 
the average number of pupils per each full time equivalent classroom teacher which existed in 
the district on either October 30, 1964 or March 30, 1964, as selected by the governing board. 
(2) Multiply the number determined in (1) above by the number of full time equivalent classroom 
teachers of the current fiscal year. (3) Reduce the number determined in (2) above by the 
remainder which results from dividing such number by the average number of pupils per each 
full time equivalent teacher for October 30, 1964, as determined by the Superintendent of Public 
Instruction in (1) above:] (c) He shall compute the product obtained by multiplying the excess 
number of pupils, if any, under the provisions of subdivision (a) of this section by ninety-seven 
hundredths (0.97), and shall multiply the product so obtained by the ratio of statewide change in 
average daily attendance to district change in average daily attendance.  Change in average 
daily attendance shall be determined by dividing average daily attendance in grades 1, 2, and 3 
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reported for purposes of the first principal apportionment of the current year by that reported for 
purposes of the first principal apportionment of the preceding year. (d) If the school district 
reports that it has maintained, during the current fiscal year, any classes in which there were 
enrolled pupils in excess of thirty (30) per class pursuant to subdivision (a) of this section, and 
there is no excess number of pupils computed pursuant to subdivision (b) of this section, he 
shall decrease the average daily attendance reported under the provisions of Section 41601 by 
the product determined under subdivision (c) of this section. [(e) If the school district reports that 
it has maintained, during the current fiscal year, no classes in which there were enrolled pupils 
in excess of thirty (30) per class determined pursuant to subdivision (a) of this section, and 
there is an excess number of pupils computed pursuant to subdivision (b) of this section, he 
shall make the following computation: He shall compute the product obtained by multiplying the 
excess number of pupils computed pursuant to subdivision (b) of this section by ninety-seven 
hundredths (0.97) and shall multiply the product so obtained by the ratio of statewide change in 
average daily attendance to the district change in average daily attendance.  he shall decrease 
the average daily attendance reported under the provisions of Section 41601 by the resulting 
product.] 
 
Outcome Rationale: District requests this waiver to guard againt the possibility of going over the 
class size average for grades 4-8.  District was granted a waiver for the fiscal year 11-12 and at 
P-2 the districts average for grades 4-8 was 31.  Without the waiver the district would have 
incurred financial penalties, which would have put even more fiscal stress on a existing fiscally 
tight budget. District has been proactive in keeping its student/staff ratio very close to stay 
fiscally solvent. 
 
A potential penalty of $101,497 could be incurred by the district without this waiver. 
 
Student Population: 630 
 
City Type: Rural 
 
Public Hearing Date: 5/21/2013 
Public Hearing Advertised: Notice posted at each school site, district office, district web page 
and local post office 
 
Local Board Approval Date: 5/21/2013 
 
Community Council Reviewed By: Oak Grove Middle School Site Council and Jamul 
Primary/Intermediate School Site Council 
Community Council Reviewed Date: 5/15/2013 
Community Council Objection: N 
Community Council Objection Explanation:  
 
Audit Penalty YN: N 
 
Categorical Program Monitoring: N 
 
Submitted by: Ms. Lisa Davis 
Position: Business Manager 
E-mail: ldavis@jdusd.net 
Telephone: 619-669-7703 
Fax: 619-669-0254 
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Bargaining Unit Date: 05/08/2013 
Name: Jamul Dulzura Union Teachers Association (JDUTA) 
Representative: Barbara Smithsom 
Title: President 
Position: Support 
Comments:  
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California Department of Education 
Executive Office 
SBE-005 General (REV. 05/2013) ITEM #W-15  
  

CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION 
 

SEPTEMBER 2013 AGENDA 
 

 General Waiver 
SUBJECT 
 

Request by three local educational agencies to waive portions of 
California Education Code Section 52055.740(a), regarding class 
size reduction requirements under the Quality Education Investment 
Act. 
 
Waiver Numbers: Baldwin Park Unified School District 22-6-2013 

Paramount Unified School District 13-6-2013 
Pond Union Elementary School District 2-6-2013 

 
 Action 

 
 

  Consent 
 

 
 
SUMMARY OF THE ISSUE(S) 
 
See Attachments 1, 3, and 5 for details. 
 
Authority for Waiver: Education Code (EC) Section 33050 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 

  Approval    Approval with conditions    Denial 
 
See Attachments 1, 3, and 5 for details. 
 
SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES 
 
Class Size Reduction 
 
Schools participating in the Quality Education Investment Act (QEIA) program were 
monitored by their county offices of education for compliance with program 
requirements for the first time at the end of the 2008–09 school year. At that time, local 
educational agencies (LEAs) were required to demonstrate one-third progress toward 
full implementation of program requirements. Monitoring for compliance with second-
year program requirements was completed to ensure that schools made two-thirds 
progress toward full implementation in the 2009–10 school year. QEIA schools were 
required to demonstrate full compliance with all program requirements at the end of the 
2010–11 school year. 
 
QEIA schools are required to reduce class sizes by 5 students compared to class sizes 
in the base year (either 2005–06 or 2006–07), or to an average of 25 students per 
classroom, whichever is lower, with no more than 27 students per classroom regardless 
of the average classroom size. The calculation is done by grade level, as each grade 
level has a target average class size based on QEIA class size reduction (CSR) rules. 
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For small schools with a single classroom at each grade level, some grade level targets 
may be very low. If, for example, a school had a single grade four classroom of 15 
students in 2005–06, the school’s target QEIA class size for grade four is 10 students. 
Absent a waiver, an unusually low grade level target may result in a greater number of 
combination classes at the school, or very small classes at the grade level, which is 
prohibitively costly and may result in withdrawal or termination from the program. 
 
QEIA schools are required to not increase any other (non-core) class sizes in the school 
above the size used during the 2005–06 school year. 
 
Because this is a general waiver, if the SBE decides to deny the waiver, it must 
cite one of the seven reasons in EC 33051(a), available at 
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=edc&group=33001-
34000&file=33050-33053. 
 
SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND ACTION 
 
The California Department of Education (CDE) Waiver Office has previously presented 
requests to the State Board of Education (SBE) to waive the CSR target as defined by 
QEIA. Over 90 percent of CSR waiver requests previously presented have requested 
adjusted class size averages of 25.0 or lower, and have indicated a commitment to 
meeting that target for the life of the grant; because of the current fiscal climate, these 
have been approved by the SBE. A small number of CSR waiver requests have 
proposed CSR targets above 25.0; these have been denied. However, it is noted that 
QEIA is supplemental funding. Therefore, the CDE will continue to weigh QEIA CSR in 
the context of fiscal changes. If class sizes are generally decreased in the coming year, 
the CDE would expect proportional decreases in QEIA class sizes. 
 
FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE) 
 
There are no statewide costs as a result of waiver approval. If the waiver is denied, the 
school must implement the CSR targets based on statute requirements to stay in the 
program. Any school in the program not meeting those targets will risk the loss of future 
funding. The QEIA statute calls for any undistributed annual QEIA funding to be 
redistributed to other schools currently in the program (no new schools are funded). 
 
ATTACHMENT(S) 
 
Attachment 1: Baldwin Park Unified School District Request 22-6-2013 for a Quality 

Education Investment Act Class Size Reduction Waiver (2 Pages) 
 
Attachment 2: Baldwin Park Unified School District General Waiver 22-6-2013  

(5 Pages) (Original waiver request is signed and on file in the Waiver 
Office.) 

 
Attachment 3: Paramount Unified School District Request 13-6-2013 for a Quality 

Education Investment Act Class Size Reduction Waiver (2 Pages) 
 

http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=edc&group=33001-34000&file=33050-33053
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=edc&group=33001-34000&file=33050-33053
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Attachment 4: Paramount Unified School District General Waiver 13-6-2013 (2 Pages) 
(Original waiver request is signed and on file in the Waiver Office.) 

 
Attachment 5: Pond Union Elementary School District Request 2-6-2013 for a Quality 

Education Investment Act Class Size Reduction Waiver (2 Pages) 
 
Attachment 6: Pond Union Elementary School District General Waiver 2-6-2013  

(2 Pages) (Original waiver request is signed and on file in the Waiver 
Office.
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Waiver Number: 22-6-2013                Period of Request: August 1, 2013 to June 30, 2015 
                                                     Period Recommended: August 1, 2013, to June 29, 2015 
Ernest R. Geddes Elementary School                                    CDS Code:  19 64287 6011431 
Baldwin Park Unified School District 
 
Local Educational Agency Request: 
 
Baldwin Park Unified School District (USD) is an urban district located in Los Angeles 
County with a student population of approximately 15,000 students. Ernest R. Geddes 
Elementary School (ES) serves 705 students in kindergarten and grades one through five. 
Monitoring performed by the Los Angeles County Office of Education indicates that the 
class size reduction (CSR) requirements of the Quality Education Investment Act (QEIA) 
were fully met by Ernest R. Geddes ES in school year 2011–12, but the district is asking for 
an alternative QEIA CSR target for school years 2013–14 and 2014–15. The school's 
current QEIA CSR targets for core classes of English, mathematics, history-social science, 
and science are 20.44 in kindergarten and grades one through three, and an average of 
25.0 in grades four and five. 
 
Baldwin Park USD states that the fiscal crisis has greatly impacted funding for the schools. 
It further states that flexibility provisions were established to enable school agencies to 
mitigate the effects of the legislative budget cuts on school districts. In addition, the district 
states that furlough days were negotiated and implemented for the 2011–12 and 2012–13 
school years, but it can no longer reasonably continue to fund the extremely low class size 
limits required by QEIA as there will be an approximate $170,000 encroachment to the 
general fund.   
 
Baldwin Park USD requests a waiver of the QEIA CSR targets for kindergarten and grades 
one through three at Earnest R. Geddes ES for school years 2013–14 and 2014–15, and 
the establishment of an alternative CSR target of 24.0 students per class in core classes in 
kindergarten and grades one through three. 
 
California Department of Education Recommendation and Conditions: 
 
The California Department of Education (CDE) supports Baldwin Park USD’s request to 
increase its CSR targets for kindergarten and grades one through three at Ernest R. 
Geddes ES for school years 2013–14 and 2014–15. 
 
The CDE recommends approval with the following conditions: (1) Applies only to 
kindergarten and grades one through three at Ernest R. Geddes ES for school years  
2013–14 and 2014–15; (2) Ernest R. Geddes ES increases enrollment to 24.0 students per 
class in core classes in kindergarten and grades one through three; (3) Within 30 days of 
approval of this waiver, Baldwin Park USD must provide to the CDE a description, including 
costs covered by QEIA funds, of professional development activities and any other school 
improvement activities added to the school improvement plan as a result of the additional 
funding now available, if any, through this waiver of the CSR requirement. 
 
Reviewed by Ernest R. Geddes ES Schoolsite Council on June 18, 2013. 
 
Neutral position taken by Baldwin Park Education Association, June 10, 2013. 
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Local Board Approval: June 25, 2013. 
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California Department of Education 
WAIVER SUBMISSION - General 
 
CD Code: 1964287 Waiver Number: 22-6-2013  Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 6/26/2013 10:59:05 AM 
 
Local Education Agency: Baldwin Park Unified School District 
Address: 3699 North Holly Ave. 
Baldwin Park, CA 91706 
 
Start: 8/1/2013  End: 6/30/2015 
 
Waiver Renewal: N 
Previous Waiver Number:   Previous SBE Approval Date:  
 
Waiver Topic: Quality Education Investment Act 
Ed Code Title: Class Size Reduction Requirements  
Ed Code Section: 52055.740(a) 
Ed Code Authority: 33050 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: Education Code 52055.740(a) 
 
(a) For each funded school, the county superintendent of schools for the county in which the 
school is located shall annually review the school and its data to determine if the school has met 
all of the following program requirements by the school by the end of the third full year of 
funding:  
(1) Meet all of the following class size requirements:  
(A) [For kindergarten and grades 1 to 3, inclusive, no more than 20 pupils per class, as set forth 
in the Class Size Reduction Program] (Chapter 6.10 (commencing with Section 52120)). 
 
Outcome Rationale: Please see "Attachment 1" 
 
Student Population: 15000 
 
City Type: Urban 
 
Public Hearing Date: 6/25/2013 
Public Hearing Advertised: Formal notice posted at each school site and three public places in 
the district, including website. 
 
Local Board Approval Date: 6/25/2013 
 
Community Council Reviewed By: Geddes Elementary School Site Council 
Community Council Reviewed Date: 6/18/2013 
Community Council Objection: Y 
Community Council Objection Explanation: 1) Teacher(s) may be laid off. 2) Formation of 
combination classes.  3) Combination in dual classes. 
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Audit Penalty YN: N 
 
Categorical Program Monitoring: N 
 
Submitted by: Ms. Noreen Iwai-Ito 
Position: Director of Support Services 
E-mail: Niwaiito397@bpusd.net 
Telephone: 626-962-3311 x4617 
Fax: 626-856-4901 
 
Bargaining Unit Date: 06/10/2013 
Name: Baldwin Park Education Association 
Representative: Candace Goble 
Title: President 
Position: Neutral 
Comments:  
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Baldwin Park Unified School District 
19-64287 

 
Attachment 1 

 
 
*Describe briefly the circumstances that brought about the request and why the waiver is 
necessary to achieve improved student performance and/or streamline or facilitate local agency 
operations.  
 
 
Background: 
Ernest R. Geddes Elementary is one of the twenty schools that make up the Baldwin Park 
Unified School District, an urban school district located in Los Angeles County, which serves 
14,796 students in grades K-12. The District also serves a large number of students enrolled in 
Head Start programs throughout Los Angeles County as well as a sizable adult school 
population.  The District has experienced a decline of nearly 3,000 students since 2000.  Geddes 
Elementary serves 705 kindergarten through fifth grade students and is one of the only two 
schools receiving QEIA funds.  Geddes Elementary teachers, students, parents and the Baldwin 
Park Unified School District are committed to sustaining the academic achievements 
demonstrated by Geddes Elementary over the past five years. 
 
 2006-2007 2007-2008 2008-2009 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012 

API 674 (-11) 714 (+36) 775 (+64) 811  (+36) 838 (+27) 852 (+14) 
AYP Met   Yes Yes   
PI Year Not in PI PI Year 1 PI Year 2 PI Year 3 Not in PI Year 1 
Exit PI    Yes   

 
Rationale: 
The fiscal crisis throughout the State of California for the past few years and within the Baldwin Park 
Unified School District has greatly impacted funding to our schools.  Flexibility provisions were 
established to enable school agencies to mitigate the effects of the legislative budget cuts on school 
districts.  Furlough days were negotiated and implemented for the 2011-2012 and 2012-13 school years.   
BPUSD can no longer reasonably continue to fund extremely low class size limits required by the Quality 
Education Invest Act (QEIA).  If held to QEIA requirement of 20:1 K-3 as outlined in Education Code 
52022.740(a) there will be an approximate $170,000.00 encroachment to the district's general fund.  
 
Desired Outcome: 
For the 2012-13 school year, K through 3 class sizes were adjusted in all other schools to 23:1.  
For the 2013-14 school year K through 3 class sizes will be adjusted in all non-QEIA schools to 
24:1.  Baldwin Park Unified School District requests a waiver for Geddes Elementary K-3 
targets of 20:1.  Geddes Elementary class sizes for grades K through 3 will not exceed 24:1.  By 
approving this waiver, Geddes Elementary will be able to continue to provide quality education 
to their student population and continue to strive to make student academic growth. 
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Baldwin Park Unified School District 
19-64287 

 
Attachment 2 

 
 

History 
Quality Education Investment Act, QEIA, funding is for supporting school improvement efforts 
at schools that were selected in spring 2007. In Baldwin Park Unified, Geddes Elementary and 
Sierra Vista High School were selected.  Funds are allocated to these schools through the 
school's County/District/School, CDS code. The school's certified California Basic Educational 
Data System, CBEDS, from each prior year is used to determine funding levels.  

QEIA monitoring is conducted by the Los Angeles County Office of Education.  The county monitoring 
has to do with making sure that participating schools meet program requirements such as Class Size 
Reduction (CSR), teachers are Highly Qualified (HQT), Teacher Experience Index (TEI) targets are met, 
minimum of 40 hours professional development, Williams Settlement requirements met Academic 
Performance Index (API), and 300:1 counselor ratios at the high schools. 

QEIA expenditures are used to meet QEIA program requirements and to affect improved student 
academic performance. The statute provides substantial flexibility in how QEIA funds can be used; 
however, a school must be able to demonstrate that all expenditures are for those purposes. 

Rationale: 
The fiscal crisis throughout the State of California for the past few years and within the Baldwin Park 
Unified School District has greatly impacted funding to our schools.  Flexibility provisions were 
established to enable school agencies to mitigate the effects of the legislative budget cuts on school 
districts.  Furlough days were negotiated and implemented for the 2011-2012 and 2012-13 school years.   
BPUSD can no longer reasonably continue to fund extremely low class size limits required by the Quality 
Education Invest Act (QEIA).  If held to QEIA requirement of 20:1 K-3 as outlined in Education Code 
52022.740(a) there will be an approximate $170,000.00 encroachment to the district's general fund.  
 
 
Meetings: 
On June 10, 2013, the Associate Superintendent Froilan Mendoza and Director of Support 
Services met with president of BPEA (Baldwin Park Education Association) Candace Goble.  An 
overview was provided on the waiver request and rationale was reviewed.  At this time BPEA’s 
position is neutral. 
 
On June 18, 2013, the Director of Support Services met with Geddes Elementary School Site 
Council.  Principal Irene Garcia and seven members were present.  An overview was provided 
on the waiver request and rationale was reviewed.  Members voiced objection(s).   Parents were 
concerned that teachers would lose their jobs and or be displaced, combination classes would be 
formed, and dual language program would have combination classes and/or a waiting list.  It was 
questioned if the district could “pay” for the extra teachers. 
 
At this time, due to retirements and a voluntary transfer to the middle school, no teachers would 
be “losing their jobs.”  Formation of combination classes is a possibility with either 20:1 or 24:1. 
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A situation that occurred last year was shared.  A student was scheduled to enroll in a specific 
grade level.  All classes in that grade level were filled to capacity.  The principal called for 
suggestions on how to remedy the situation.  The availability of 24:1 would offer the school 
options when a situation like this occurs. 
 



13-6-2013 Paramount Unified School District 
Attachment 3 

Page 1 of 2 
 
 

Revised:  8/27/2013 3:47 PM 

Waiver Number: 13-6-2013                     Period of Request: July 1, 2013 to June 30, 2015 
                                                          Period Recommended: July 1, 2013, to June 29, 2015 
Major Lynn Mokler Elementary School                                   CDS Code:  19 64873 6021463 
Paramount Unified School District 
 
Local Educational Agency Request: 
 
Paramount Unified School District (USD) is an urban district located in Los Angeles County 
with a student population of approximately 15,929 students. Major Lynn Mokler Elementary 
School (ES) serves 669 students in kindergarten and grades one through five. Monitoring 
performed by the Los Angeles County Office of Education indicates that the class size 
reduction (CSR) requirements of the Quality Education Investment Act (QEIA) were fully 
met by Major Lynn Mokler ES in school year 2011–12, but the district is asking for an 
alternative QEIA CSR target for school years 2013–14 and 2014–15. The school's current 
QEIA CSR targets for core classes of English, mathematics, history-social science, and 
science are 25.0 in kindergarten and grades one through three, and an average of 25.0 in 
grades four and five. 
 
Paramount USD states that on May 8, 2013, the State Board of Education (SBE) approved 
a similar waiver request for school years 2011–12 and 2012–13 and that it would like a 
continuance of the alternative CSR targets for school years 2013–14 and 2014–15. The 
district further states that approval of this waiver would continue QEIA ratios of 25 to 1 for all   
of Major Lynn Mokler ES students. In addition, the district states that because English 
learners comprise 48 percent of the school’s population and 95 percent of the school’s 
students qualify for the Free and Reduced Lunch Program, QEIA funding has a dramatic 
impact on student learning by providing a low student-to-teacher ratio and a more 
individualized educational program for all students.   
 
Paramount USD requests a continuance of the alternative CSR targets of 25.0 students per 
class in core classes in kindergarten and grades one through three, and 25.0 students on 
average in core classes in grades four and five.  
 
California Department of Education Recommendation and Conditions: 
 
The California Department of Education (CDE) supports Paramount USD’s request to 
increase its CSR targets for kindergarten and grades one through five at Major Lynn Mokler 
ES for school years 2013–14 and 2014–15. 
 
The CDE recommends approval with the following conditions: (1) Applies only to 
kindergarten and grades one through five at Major Lynn Mokler ES for school years  
2013–14 and 2014–15; (2) Major Lynn Mokler ES increases enrollment to 25.0 students per 
class in core classes in kindergarten and grades one through three, and 25.0 students on 
average in core classes in grades four and five; (3) No core class in grades four and five 
may exceed 27 students per classroom regardless of the average classroom size; and (4) 
Within 30 days of approval of this waiver, Paramount USD must provide to the CDE a 
description, including costs covered by QEIA funds, of professional development activities 
and any other school improvement activities added to the school improvement plan as a 
result of the additional funding now available, if any, through this waiver of the CSR 
requirement. 
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Reviewed by Major Lynn Mokler ES Schoolsite Council and English Learner Advisory 
Council on January 30, 2013. 
 
Neutral position taken by Teachers Association of Paramount, June 12, 2013. 
 
Local Board Approval: June 12, 2013. 
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California Department of Education 
WAIVER SUBMISSION - General 
 
CD Code: 1964873 Waiver Number: 13-6-2013  Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 6/19/2013 11:51:32 AM 
 
Local Education Agency: Paramount Unified School District  
Address: 15110 California Ave. 
Paramount, CA 90723 
 
Start: 7/1/2013  End: 6/30/2015 
 
Waiver Renewal: Y 
Previous Waiver Number: 22-2-2013 Previous SBE Approval Date: 5/8/2013 
 
Waiver Topic: Quality Education Investment Act 
Ed Code Title: Class Size Reduction Requirements  
Ed Code Section: 52055.740(a) 
Ed Code Authority: 33050 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: Education Code 52055.740(a) For each funded school, the county 
superintendent of schools for the county in which the school is located shall annually review the 
school and its data to determine if the school has met all of the following program requirements 
by the school by the end of the third full year of funding: 
(1) Meet all of the following class size requirements: 
(A) For kindergarten and grades 1-3, inclusive, no more than 20 pupils per class, as set forth in 
the Class Size Reduction Program (Chapter 6.10 (commencing with Section 52120)). 
(B) For self-contained classrooms in grades 4-8, inclusive, as average classroom size that is the 
lesser of clause (i) or (ii), as follows: 
(i) At least five pupils fewer per classroom than was the average in 2006-07. 
(ii) An average of 25 pupils per classroom. 
(iii) For purposes of this subparagraph, average classroom size shall be calculated at the grade 
level based on the number of self-contained classrooms in that grade at the school site. If the 
self-contained classrooms at the school averaged fewer than 25 pupils per classroom during the 
2005-06 school year, that lower average shall be used as the "average in 2006-07" for purposes 
of this subparagraph. A school that receives funding under this article shall not have a self-
containing classroom in grades 4-8, inclusive, with more than 27 pupils regardless of its average 
classroom size. 
 
Outcome Rationale:  
The Paramount Unified School District (PUSD), on behalf of Mokler School, requests a  waiver  
to Education Code 52055.740(a): QEIA Class Size Reduction. On May 8, 2013, the State Board 
of Education (SBE) approved a similar waiver request for school years 2010-11 and 2012-13. 
We would now like to request a waiver to continue the new Class Size Reduction targets in 
2013-14 and 2014-15.  Approval of this waiver would continue QEIA ratios of 25 to 1 for all of 
Mokler's students. English Learners comprise 48% of Mokler's population and 95% of Mokler's 
students qualify for the Free or Reduced Lunch Program. QEIA funding has had a dramatic 
impact on student learning, especially in the areas of literacy and English language 
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development, by providing a low student to teacher ratio and a more individualized educational 
program for all students, and specifically, English Learners. 
 
Student Population: 669 
 
City Type: Urban 
 
Public Hearing Date: 6/12/2013 
Public Hearing Advertised: The public hearing was advertised in the newspaper and posted at 
schools and District Office. 
 
Local Board Approval Date: 6/12/2013 
 
Community Council Reviewed By: School Site Council (SSC) and English Learner Advisory 
Council (ELAC). 
Community Council Reviewed Date: 6/3/2013 
Community Council Objection: N 
Community Council Objection Explanation:  
 
Audit Penalty YN: N 
 
Categorical Program Monitoring: N 
 
Submitted by: Dr. Randy Gray 
Position: Director - Educational Services 
E-mail: rgray@paramount.k12.ca.us 
Telephone: 562-602-6047 
Fax: 562-602-8111 
 
Bargaining Unit Date: 06/12/2013 
Name: Teachers' Association of Paramount (TAP) 
Representative: Deb Meyers 
Title: President 
Position: Neutral 
Comments:  
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Waiver Number: 2-6-2013                      Period of Request: July 1, 2012, to June 30, 2015 
                                                          Period Recommended: July 1, 2012, to June 29, 2014 
Pond Elementary School                                                         CDS Code: 15 63719 6009963 
Pond Union Elementary School District 
 
Local Educational Agency Request: 
 
Pond Union Elementary School District (UESD) is a rural single school district located in 
Kern County with a student population of approximately 235 students. Pond Elementary 
School (ES) serves 235 students in kindergarten and grades one through eight. Monitoring 
performed by the Kern County Office of Education indicates that the class size reduction 
(CSR) requirements of the Quality Education Investment Act (QEIA) were fully met by Pond 
ES in school year 2011–12, but the district is asking for an alternative QEIA CSR target for 
school years 2012–13 through 2014–15. The school's current QEIA CSR targets for core 
classes of English, mathematics, history-social science, and science are 20.44 in 
kindergarten and grades one through three, and an average of 22.0 in grades four through 
eight.  
 
Pond UESD states that there is a need to balance operating near capacity with the 
necessity of serving all students within the district’s boundary. The district further states that 
the balance is made difficult due to the Title I school’s significant migrant student 
population, many of whom are English learners. The district states that student enrollment, 
with approximately 92 percent of the students identified as socio-economically 
disadvantaged, varies according to the agricultural seasons. The district states that 
although it plans to maintain 22.0 students on average in grades four through eight, it needs 
a little flexibility for the students who have no other school to attend. 
 
Pond UESD requests a waiver of the QEIA CSR targets for grades four through eight at 
Pond ES for school for schools years 2012–13 through 2014–15, and the establishment of 
an alternative CSR target of 25.0 students on average in core classes in grades four 
through eight. 
 
California Department of Education Recommendation and Conditions: 
 
The California Department of Education (CDE) supports Pond UESD’s request to increase 
its CSR targets for grades four through eight at Pond ES for school years 2012–13 and 
2013–14. 
 
The CDE recommends approval with the following conditions: (1) Applies only to grades 
four through eight at Pond ES for school years 2012–13 and 2013–14; (2) Pond ES 
increases enrollment to 25.0 students on average in core classes in grades four through 
eight; (3) No core class in grades four through eight may exceed 27 students per classroom 
regardless of the average classroom size; and (4) Within 30 days of approval of this waiver, 
Pond UESD must provide to the CDE a description, including costs covered by QEIA funds, 
of professional development activities and any other school improvement activities added to 
the school improvement plan as a result of the additional funding now available, if any, 
through this waiver of the CSR requirement. 
 
Reviewed by Pond ES Schoolsite Council on April 4, 2013. 
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Pond UESD indicated that it has no employee bargaining units. 
 
Local Board Approval: May 14, 2013. 
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California Department of Education 
WAIVER SUBMISSION - General 
 
CD Code: 1563719 Waiver Number: 2-6-2013  Active Year: 2013 
 
Date In: 6/3/2013 1:12:53 PM 
 
Local Education Agency: Pond Union Elementary School District  
Address: 29585 Pond Rd. 
Pond, CA 93280 
 
Start: 7/1/2012  End: 6/30/2015 
 
Waiver Renewal: Y 
Previous Waiver Number: 41-7-2012-W-14  Previous SBE Approval Date: 
11/8/2012 
 
Waiver Topic: Quality Education Investment Act 
Ed Code Title: Class Size Reduction Requirements  
Ed Code Section: 52055.740 (a)  
Ed Code Authority: 33050 
 
Ed Code or CCR to Waive: 52055.740.  (a) For each funded school, the county superintendent 
of schools for the county in which the school is located shall annually review the school and its 
data to determine if the school has met all of the following program requirements by the school 
by the end of the third full year of funding:      
(1) Meet all of the following class size requirements:      
(A) For kindergarten and grades 1 to 3, inclusive, no more than 20 pupils per class, as set forth 
in the Class Size Reduction Program (Chapter 6.10 (commencing with Section 52120)).     
(B) For self-contained classrooms in grades 4 to 8, inclusive, an average classroom size that is 
the lesser of clause (i) or (ii), as follows:    
(i) At least five pupils fewer per classroom than was the average in 2006-07.   
(ii) An average of 25 pupils per classroom.  
(iii) For purposes of this subparagraph, average classroom size shall be calculated at the grade 
level based on the number of self-contained classrooms in that grade at the school site. If the 
self-contained classrooms at the school averaged fewer than 25 pupils per classroom during the 
2005-06 school year, that lower average shall be used as the "average in 2006-07" for purposes 
of this subparagraph. A school that receives funding under this article shall not have a self-
contained classroom in grades 4 to 8, inclusive, with more than 27 pupils regardless of its 
average classroom size. 
 
Outcome Rationale: The District is requesting CSR target for grades 4th and 8th to be modified 
from 22 to 25  students, to fully be able to comply with all five components of QEIA for the 
period of July 1, 2012 through June 30, 2015 (Please see attached table). Our class size target 
would remain 22 students per class grades 4-8. Pond Elementary School is a Title 1 school with 
approximately 92% of its students identified as socio-economically disadvantaged. The school is 
very small and it is located in a rural community with a significant EL and migrant population.  
Pond Elementary School has approximately 235 ADA/235 enrollment.  As a small district, there 
is a need to balance operating near capacity with the necessity of serving all students within the 
district’s boundary and that number varies, at times, with the agricultural seasons. QEIA funding 
is assisting Pond Elementary School in its efforts to provide a low student teacher ratio and a 
more individualized educational program for students. Without 
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QEIA’s funding the school would not be able to continue to have a low student teacher ratio to 
better meet the needs of the population it serves.   
 
Student Population: 235 
 
City Type: Rural 
 
Public Hearing Date: 5/14/2013 
Public Hearing Advertised: additional postings of notice,  
 
Local Board Approval Date: 5/14/2013 
 
Community Council Reviewed By: School Site Council 
Community Council Reviewed Date: 4/4/2013 
Community Council Objection: N 
Community Council Objection Explanation:  
 
Audit Penalty YN: N 
 
Categorical Program Monitoring: N 
 
Submitted by: Mr. Frank Ohnesorgen 
Position: Superintendent/princpal 
E-mail: fohnesorgen@pond.k12.ca.us 
Telephone: 661-792-2545 
Fax: 661-792-2303 
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 CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION 

 

SEPTEMBER 2013 AGENDA 
 

SUBJECT 
STATE BOARD PROJECTS AND PRIORITIES. 
Including, but not limited to, future meeting plans; agenda items; 
and officer nominations and/or elections; State Board office 
budget, staffing, appointments, and direction to staff; declaratory 
and commendatory resolutions; Bylaw review and revision; 
Board policy; approval of minutes; Board liaison reports; training 
of Board members; and other matters of interest.   

 Action 

 Information 

 Public Hearing 

 
SUMMARY OF THE ISSUE(S) 
 

1. SBE Draft Preliminary Report of Actions/Minutes for the July 10-11, 2013 
meeting  

 
2. Board member liaison reports 

 
RECOMMENDATION(S) 
 
The SBE staff recommends that the SBE approve the Preliminary Report of 
Actions/Minutes for the July 10-11, 2013 meeting. (Attachment 1) 
 
SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND 
ACTION 
 
At each regular meeting, the SBE has traditionally had an agenda item under which to 
address “housekeeping” matters, such as agenda planning, non-closed session 
litigation updates, non-controversial proclamations and resolutions, bylaw review and 
revision, Board policy; Board minutes; Board liaison reports; and other matters of 
interest. The State Board has asked that this item be placed appropriately on each 
agenda. 
 
FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE) 
 
Not applicable. 
 
ATTACHMENT(S) 
 

Attachment 1:  State Board of Education Draft Preliminary Report of Actions/Minutes for 
the July 10-11, 2013 meeting (28 Pages) may be viewed at the following 
link: http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/mt/ms/documents/pra1011jul2013.doc. 

http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/mt/ms/documents/pra1011jul2013.doc
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      CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION 
 

SEPTEMBER 2013 AGENDA 
 
 
SUBJECT 
 

PUBLIC COMMENT.   
Public Comment is invited on any matter not included on the 
printed agenda. Depending on the number of individuals wishing 
to address the State Board, the presiding officer may establish 
specific time limits on presentations. 

 Action 

 Information 

 Public Hearing 

 
SUMMARY OF THE ISSUE(S) 
 
This is a standing item on the agenda, which allows the members of the public to 
address the board on any matter that is not included in this meeting’s agenda. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Listen to public comment on matters not included on the agenda. 
 
 
BRIEF HISTORY OF KEY ISSUES 
 
Not applicable. 
 
 
SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND ACTION 
 
Not applicable. 
 
 
FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE) 
 
Not applicable. 
 
 
ATTACHMENT(S) 
 
Not applicable. 
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Executive Office 
SBE-003 (REV. 09/2011) 
dsib-csd-sep13item03 ITEM #13  
  

              CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION 
 

SEPTEMBER 2013 AGENDA 

SUBJECT 
 
Approval of the Charter School Number Assigned to Newly 
Established Charter Schools. 

 Action 

 Information 

 Public Hearing 

 
SUMMARY OF THE ISSUE(S) 
 
The State Board of Education (SBE) is responsible for assigning a number to each 
approved charter petition. The California Department of Education (CDE) staff presents 
this routine request for assignment of charter numbers as a standard action item. 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
The CDE recommends that the SBE assign charter numbers to the charter schools 
identified on the attached list. 
 
BRIEF HISTORY OF KEY ISSUES 
 
Since the charter school law was enacted in 1992, the SBE has assigned numbers to 
1,596 charter schools, including some approved by the SBE after denial by local 
educational agencies. Separate from that numbering system, 8 all-charter districts that 
currently serve a total of 18 school sites, have been jointly approved by the 
State Superintendent of Public Instruction and the SBE. 
 
California Education Code (EC) Section 47602 requires the SBE to assign a number to 
each charter school that has been approved by a local entity in the chronological order 
in which it was received. This numbering ensures that the state stays within a statutory 
cap on the total number of charter schools authorized to operate. The cumulative 
statutory cap of the fiscal year 2013–14 is 1,750. The statutory cap is not subject to 
waiver. 
 
The charter schools listed in Attachment 1 were recently approved by local boards of 
education as noted. Copies of the charter petitions are on file in the Charter Schools 
Division. 
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SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND 
ACTION 
 
The SBE is responsible for assigning a number to each approved charter petition. CDE 
staff presents this routine request for assignment of charter numbers as a standard 
action item. 
 
FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE) 
 
There is no fiscal impact to the state resulting from the assignment of numbers to 
recently authorized charter schools. 
 
ATTACHMENT(S) 
 
Attachment 1: Assignment of Numbers for Charter School Petitions (1 page) 
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Assignment of Numbers for Charter School Petitions 

Number Charter Name County Authorizing 
Entity 

Charter School Contact 

1597 
 
 

Da Vinci Innovation 
Academy 

Los 
Angeles 

Wiseburn 
Elementary 

Michelle Rainey 
13500 Aviation 
Boulevard 
Hawthorne, CA 90250 

1598 Renew Virtual 
Academy K12 #1 

San 
Joaquin 

New 
Jerusalem 
School District 

Ellen Ringer 
3031 Stanford Ranch 
Road, Suite 2 
Rocklin, CA 95765 

1599 Opportunities for 
Learning – Duarte 

Los 
Angeles 

Duarte Unified William Toomey 
320 N. Halstead Street 
Suite 220 
Pasadena, CA 91107 

1600 Laurel Preparatory 
Academy 

San Diego San Diego 
Unified School 
District 

Lynne H. Alipio 
10170 Huennekens 
Street 
San Diego, CA 92121 

1601 California Pacific 
Charter Schools – 
Newcastle (CalPac-
Newcastle) 

Placer Newcastle 
Elementary 
School District 

Jessica Anderson 
1200 Quail Street, 
Suite 175 
Newport Beach, CA 
92660 

1602 Gateway College and 
Career Academy 

Riverside Riverside 
County Office 
of Education 

Jill Mrks 
4800 Magnolia Avenue 
Riverside, CA 92506 

1603 Heritage Digital 
Academy Charter 
Middle School 

San Diego Escondido 
Union School 
District 

Shelia Randle 
1868 East Valley 
Parkway 
Escondido, CA 92027 
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California Department of Education 
Executive Office 
SBE-003 (REV. 09/2011) 
dsib-iad-sep13item01 ITEM #14 
  

              CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION 
 

SEPTEMBER 2013 AGENDA 

SUBJECT 
 
Elementary and Secondary Education Act: Approval of Local 
Educational Agency Plans, Title I, Section 1112. 

 Action 

 Information 

 Public Hearing 

 
SUMMARY OF THE ISSUE(S) 
 
The Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA) provides federal funding that 
may be available to local educational agencies (LEAs) (defined as districts, county 
offices of education, and direct-funded charter schools) for a variety of programs. 
Currently, only one new direct-funded charter school submitted an LEA Plan as part of 
the application for ESEA funding. California Department of Education (CDE) program 
staff review LEA Plans for compliance with the requirements of ESEA before 
recommending approval to the State Board of Education (SBE). 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
The CDE recommends that the SBE approve one direct-funded charter school LEA 
Plan, listed in Attachment 1. 
 
BRIEF HISTORY OF KEY ISSUES 
 
The federal ESEA Section 1112(e)(2) states that the state educational agency (SEA) 
shall approve an LEA’s Plan if the SEA determines that the LEA’s Plan is designed to 
enable its schools to substantially help children meet the academic standards expected 
for all children. As a requirement for receiving federal funding sub-grants for ESEA 
programs, the local school board and the SBE must approve the original LEA Plan. 
Subsequent approval of revisions to LEA Plans is made by the local school board and 
kept on file with the original LEA Plan. The LEA Plan includes specific descriptions and 
assurances as outlined in the provisions included in ESEA. 
 
The purpose of the LEA Plan is to develop an integrated, coordinated set of actions that 
LEAs will take to ensure that they meet certain programmatic requirements, including 
student academic services designed to increase student achievement and performance, 
coordination of services, needs assessments, consultations, school choice, 
supplemental services, services to homeless students, and others as required. 
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CDE program staff review LEA Plans for compliance with the requirements of the ESEA 
including evaluation of goals and activities designed to improve student performance in 
reading and mathematics; improve programs for English learner students; improve 
professional development and ensure the provision of highly qualified teachers; ensure 
that school environments are safe, drug-free, and conducive to learning; and promote 
efforts regarding graduation rates, dropout prevention, and advanced placement. If an 
LEA Plan lacks the required information, CDE program staff works with the LEA to 
ensure the necessary information is included in the LEA Plan before recommending 
approval. 
 
Following initial CDE review and SBE approval, all LEAs are expected to annually 
review their Plans and update them as necessary. Any changes to the LEA Plan must 
be approved by an LEA’s local governing board. 
 
SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND 
ACTION 
 
Since the current LEA Plan process was developed in July 2003 as a requirement of the 
ESEA, the SBE has approved 1,700 LEA Plans. 
 
FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE) 
 
There is no fiscal impact to state operations. 
 
ATTACHMENT(S) 
 
Attachment 1: Direct-Funded Charter Schools Recommended for State Board of 

Education Approval (1 Page) 
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Direct-Funded Charter Schools Recommended 
for State Board of Education Approval 

 
Local Educational Agency 

Name 
County-District-School 

Code 
Academic Performance 

Data 

California Virtual Academy 
@Fresno 10-62331-0127175 None available; opened in 

July 2012 
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California Department of Education 
Executive Office 
SBE-003 (REV. 09/2011) 
dsib-iad-sep13item03 ITEM #15 
  

              CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION 
 

SEPTEMBER 2013 AGENDA 

SUBJECT 
 
Elementary and Secondary Education Act: Supplemental 
Educational Services Providers: Approval of Additional Providers 
to the 2013–15 State Board of Education-Approved 
Supplemental Educational Services Provider List and Denial of 
an Applicant Based on Appeal. 
 

 Action 

 Information 

 Public Hearing 

 
SUMMARY OF THE ISSUE(S) 
 
Supplemental Educational Services 
 
Section 1116(e)(4)(C) of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA) requires 
the state educational agency (SEA) to develop and maintain a list of approved 
Supplemental Educational Services (SES) providers to provide services to eligible 
students.  
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Supplemental Educational Services Providers Approval 
 
Recommendation 1: 
 
The California Department of Education (CDE) requests that the State Board of 
Education (SBE) approve an additional provider from the March 2013 Re-release of the 
SES Request for Applications (RFA) review process for a two-year period beginning 
July 1, 2013, through June 30, 2015. The additional provider recommended for approval 
is provided as Attachment 1. 
 
Recommendation 2: 
 
The CDE recommends an additional provider be denied based on appeal of the 2013 
Re-release of the SES RFA to provide services beginning July 1, 2013, through  
June 30, 2015. The provider recommended for denial on appeal is provided as 
Attachment 2.  
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BRIEF HISTORY OF KEY ISSUES 
 
Supplemental Educational Services Providers Approval 
 
Title I, Part A Section 1116(e)(1) and (4) of the ESEA requires that an SES provider be 
approved by the SBE before it can offer tutoring services to low-income students in 
schools advancing to Program Improvement (PI) Year 2 and beyond.  
 
SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND 
ACTION 
 
The SBE approved providers at its March, May, and July 2013 meetings for a two-year 
period to begin services July 1, 2013, through June 30, 2015; and also approved local 
educational agencies identified for improvement to provide services from July 1, 2013, 
through June 30, 2014, based on a granted waiver. 
 
FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE) 
 
There is no fiscal impact to the state. 
 
ATTACHMENT(S) 
 
Attachment 1: California Department of Education Recommended 2013–15 

Supplemental Educational Services Additional Provider Applicant List  
(1 Page) 

 
Attachment 2: California Department of Education Recommended for Denial 2013–15 

Supplemental Educational Services Providers Based on Appeal  
(1 Page) 
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California Department of Education Recommended 2013–15 Supplemental 
Educational Services Additional Provider Applicant List  

 

Provider Name 
English-

Language 
Arts 

Math Science EL SWD Online Type of Entity 

Whole System Learning 
dba Academic All Star 
Coaching 

X X  X X  Non-Profit entity 

 
 



dsib-iad-sep13item03 
Attachment 2 

Page 1 of 1 
 
 

8/27/2013 3:43 PM 

California Department of Education Recommended for Denial 2013–15 
Supplemental Educational Services Providers Based on Appeal 

 

Provider Name Initial Reading: 
Elements Not Met 

Appeal Review: 
Elements Not Met 

The Stimulus Effect 

• 2.2 (a) 
• 2.2 (b) 
• 3.3 
• 3.4 
• 4.1 
• 4.6 

• 2.2 (b) 
• 3.4 
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California Department of Education 
Executive Office 
SBE-003 (REV. 09/2011) 
dsib-iad-sep13item04 ITEM #16 
  

              CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION 
 

SEPTEMBER 2013 AGENDA 

SUBJECT 
 
Update on Issues Related to California’s Implementation of the 
Elementary and Secondary Education Act and Other Federal 
Programs: Fiscal Year 2012 School Improvement Grant Cohort 2 
Fiscal Year 2012 Grant Award Notification; Title III Response to 
the Final Report Issued by the Student Achievement and School 
Accountability Programs Office. 
 

 Action 

 Information 

 Public Hearing 

 
SUMMARY OF THE ISSUE(S) 
 
This item includes two issues for the State Board of Education’s (SBE) consideration.  
 

• The first is the fiscal year (FY) 2012 Grant Award Notice (GAN) for the School 
Improvement Grant (SIG), authorized by Section 1003(g) of the Elementary and 
Secondary Education Act (ESEA), dated July 17, 2013, that authorizes SIG 
Cohort 2, Year 3 continuation awards for qualifying local educational agencies 
(LEAs) and schools during the 2014–15 school year (SY). 
 

• The second item seeks SBE authority to authorize the SBE Executive Director 
and the State Superintendent of Public Instruction (SSPI) to prepare a response 
to the Title III Final Report issued by the Student Achievement and School 
Accountability Programs Office (SASA) of the U.S. Department of Education 
(ED). 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
School Improvement Grant Cohort 2 
 
The California Department of Education (CDE) is presenting information about the SIG 
Cohort 2; no action is necessary at this time.  
 
Title III 
 
The CDE recommends that the State Board of Education (SBE) authorize the SBE 
President or designee, along with the State Superintendent of Public Instruction (SSPI), 
to submit California’s response as well as any subsequent quarterly reports related to 
the ED 2013 Title III Monitoring Report. 
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BRIEF HISTORY OF KEY ISSUES 
 
School Improvement Grant Cohort 2 
 
Pursuant to the September 2013 SBE action, the SBE authorized the SBE President or 
designated liaison, along with the SSPI, to submit California’s “Continuation Awards 
Only Application for FY 2012 SIG Program” to the ED.  
 
Pursuant to the March 2012 SBE action, the CDE applied for and was granted FY 2011 
SIG continuation awards by the ED. The FY 2011 SIG allocation will fund SIG Cohort 2, 
Year 2. 
 
On September 20, 2011, the ED approved California’s waiver request to carry over 100 
percent of FY 2010 SIG funds of Section 1003(g) of the ESEA. At its January 2012 
meeting, the SBE approved allocation of funds as sub-grants to qualifying California 
LEAs and their respective schools for the 2012–13 SY. 
 
Title III 
 
The ED conducted a comprehensive review of the CDE administration of Title III, Part 
A-English Language Acquisition, Language Enhancement, and Academic Achievement 
Act, authorized by the ESEA, as amended on April 16–18, 2013. 
 
During the review, the ED team conducted several monitoring activities. The ED team 
reviewed evidence of state-level monitoring and technical assistance, implementation of 
the state’s Title III accountability system, and fiscal and administrative oversight with the 
state educational agency (SEA). The ED team also interviewed staff at five LEAs— 
Sacramento Unified School District, Los Angeles Unified School District, Ventura 
Unified School District, San Francisco Unified District, and Stockton Unified School 
District. 
 
On June 24, 2013, CDE and SBE staff received the California Title III monitoring report. 
The CDE provided the monitoring report to the SBE in an August Information 
Memorandum. California was given 30 business days from the receipt of the report to 
respond to all of the compliance issues contained therein. In view of the short time 
allowed to develop a California response, the CDE requested an extension from the ED 
for the submission. California’s response is now due October 1, 2013. 
 
The report contains a listing of the critical monitoring indicators under each monitoring 
element, a description of the scope of the monitoring review, the findings, and 
recommendations that the team cited as a result of the review. The ED is requesting the 
CDE to provide a detailed description of the actions the department will take, regarding 
issues outlined under the “Further Action Required” heading of the report.  
 
The CDE is in the process of reviewing each finding with the appropriate divisions and 
units to properly prepare a response. CDE staff has identified multiple areas of 
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inaccurate information and misunderstandings in the ED monitoring report, which will be 
disputed in the response to the findings and resolutions will be proposed for the 
remaining findings.  
 
SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND 
ACTION 
 
School Improvement Grant Cohort 2 
 
At its March 2013 SBE meeting, the SBE authorized the SBE President or designated 
liaison, along with the SSPI, to submit California’s “Continuation Awards Only 
Application for FY 2012 SIG Program” to the ED. 
 
At its March 2012 SBE meeting, the SBE authorized the SBE President or designated 
liaison, along with the SSPI, to approve California’s FY 2011 Continuation Awards Only 
SIG application to the ED. 
 
At its January 2012 meeting, the SBE took action to approve funding for the 
recommended list of 14 LEAs on behalf of 39 schools that applied for FY 2010 SIG sub-
grants provided under Section 1003(g) of the ESEA for the 2012–13 SY based upon the 
LEA submitting an approvable application. 
 
FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE) 
 
School Improvement Grant Cohort 2 
 
The SIG funds provide LEAs with grants ranging from $50,000 to $2 million per SY. 
Approximately $66 million is available under Section 1003(g) of the ESEA for FY 2010 
with an additional amount of approximately $63 million for FY 2011. California’s FY 
2012 federal allocation is approximately $61.8 million. 
 
Title III 
 
California’s FY 2012 Title III allocation is approximately $161.6 million. There are no 
associated costs with the federal monitoring. 
 
ATTACHMENT(S) 
 
Attachment 1: July 17, 2013, letter from Deborah S. Delisle, Assistant Secretary, Office 

of Elementary and Secondary Education, U.S. Department of Education, 
to Tom Torlakson, State Superintendent of Public Instruction, California 
Department of Education, regarding the approval of California's 
application for fiscal year 2012 funds under the School Improvement 
Grant program (1 Page) 
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Accessible Alternative Version (AAV) of Item 16 Attachment 1 for the September 2013 SBE Meeting Agenda.

This page is the Accessible Alternative Version (AAV) of Item 16 Attachment 1 from the California State Board of Education (SBE)
Meeting Agenda for September 2013. The scanned Item 16 Attachment 1 (PDF) version is considered to be the official version of
the document.

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
OFFICE OF ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY EDUCATION

July 17, 2013

The Honorable Tom Torlakson 
Superintendent of Education 
California Department of Education 
1430 N Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Superintendent Torlakson,

I am pleased to approve California’s application for fiscal year (FY) 2012 funds under the School Improvement Grants (SIG)
program, authorized by Section 1003(g) of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 1965 (ESEA), as amended. If California
decides to make any significant changes to its FY 2012 SIG application, those changes will need to be approved by the
Department.

Secretary Duncan and I view turning around our Nation’s persistently lowest-achieving schools as one of the most important
challenges facing our educational system. I hope the FY 2012 SIG funds will enable you and your local educational agencies to
continue to support this effort.

I appreciate the work you and your team are doing to meet the challenges of turning around your State’s persistently lowest-
achieving schools. California’s students will benefit greatly from your focus and advocacy. We will continue to provide the
assistance and support you need to implement the SIG interventions as effectively as possible. If you have any questions
concerning the award notice for your State’s SIG grant, please do not hesitate to contact Carlas McCauley
(Carlas.McCauley@ed.gov), Acting Director of the Office of School Turnaround.

Sincerely,

/s/

Deborah S. Delisle 
Assistant Secretary 
Office of Elementary and Secondary Education

 

Questions: State Board of Education | 916-319-0827 

Last Reviewed: Friday, August 23, 2013

California Department of Education
Mobile site | Full site

mailto:Carlas.McCauley@ed.gov
http://m.cde.ca.gov/
http://www.cde.ca.gov/
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California Department of Education 
Executive Office 
SBE-003 (REV. 09/2011) 
dsib-amard-sep13item03 ITEM #17  
  

              CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION 
 

SEPTEMBER 2013 AGENDA 

SUBJECT 
 
Approve Changes to the State of California Consolidated State 
Application Workbook related to the Title III Accountability 
System in order to Comply with the Federal Title III 
Accountability Requirements. 

 Action 

 Information 

 Public Hearing 

 
SUMMARY OF THE ISSUE(S) 
 
The purpose of this item is to seek approval from the State Board of Education (SBE) 
on changes to the Title III Accountability system, as described in the Consolidated State 
Application Workbook, to meet the requirements of the Elementary and Secondary 
Education Act of 1965 (ESEA). To comply with the Title III accountability program 
requirements authorized by the ESEA, the California Department of Education (CDE) 
must provide the U.S. Department of Education (ED) with evidence of inclusion of 
graduation rate data for secondary English learner (EL) students in annual measurable 
achievement objective (AMAO) 3 calculations as well as provide information on the 
calculation of AMAO 1 and 2. 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
The CDE recommends that the SBE approve the following changes to the State of 
California Consolidated State Application Workbook (Workbook) to comply with the Title 
III program authorized by the ESEA: 
 

• Include graduation rate data for secondary school EL students in AMAO 3 
calculations consistent with AYP calculations. 

 
• For purposes of calculating AMAO 1 and 2, include the SBE-approved weighting 

for the calculation of the overall English Language Development Test (CELDT) 
score for students in kindergarten and grade 1 (K–1).  
 

These changes are for the purposes of district accountability only and do not impact  
how a school should use CELDT results to determine the EL status of a student or the 
local criteria for determining when a student is redesignated as fluent English proficient.  
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BRIEF HISTORY OF KEY ISSUES 
 
California’s Title III accountability system, established in 2003–04, has been updated 
several times in response to changing federal requirements. Most recently, in January 
2010, the SBE approved changes to the Title III accountability system to comply with 
the Notice of Final Interpretations (NOFI) issued by the ED in October 2008. However, 
the April 2013 monitoring visit by the ED’s Title III State Consolidated Grant Group of 
the Student Achievement and School Accountability Program Office noted that the 
calculation of AMAO 3 does not include EL graduation rate data and is not in 
compliance with the Title III accountability program Section 3122(a)(3)(A)(iii) of the 
ESEA (see Title III Monitoring Report 
http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/im/infomemoaug2013.asp). 
 
In meeting these requirements, upon the SBE approval, the graduation rate data for the 
EL student group will be included in the 2012–13 Title III Accountability Reports which 
will be released in fall of 2013. The graduation rate is a required component of 
Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) for schools and local educational agencies (LEAs) 
with high school students. The graduation rate data are included in California AYP 
computations. 
 
In addition, the monitoring visit found that the state needed to submit an amendment to 
the Workbook to define its calculation of AMAO 1 and 2. In 2010, the SBE approved the 
computation of the overall score and proficiency level for K–1 students and the 
performance level cut scores for the K–1 reading and writing assessments. These 
changes have been implemented, but need to be included in the Workbook.   
 
SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND ACTION 
 
In May and July 2010, the SBE adopted the computation of the overall score and 
English language proficient level for K–1 students and approved the performance level 
cut scores for the K–1 reading and writing assessments to be included in the Title III 
Accountability Reports. 
 
In January 2010, the SBE approved changes to the Title III accountability system to 
comply with the NOFI issued by the ED in October 2008. 
 
In September 2007, the SBE approved adjustments to the targets for AMAOs 1 and 2 
that were necessary due to changes in the performance levels and the establishment of 
a common scale for the CELDT. 
 
In 2003, the SBE defined the AMAOs and targets for the Title III accountability system 
as required by the No Child Left Behind (NCLB) Act of 2001 as follows: 
 

1. AMAO 1 measures the percent of ELs meeting their annual growth targets in 
learning English. 
 

2. AMAO 2 measures the percent of ELs that attain the English language proficient 
level on the CELDT. 

http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/im/infomemoaug2013.asp
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3. AMAO 3 measures whether the EL student group has met Title I AYP targets in 

English–language arts and mathematics as measured by the NCLB approved 
assessments.1 

 
These targets are applied only at the LEA level and only for LEAs that received Title III 
funds. 
 
FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE) 
 
Any state or LEA that does not abide by the mandates or provisions of the federal ESEA 
is at risk of losing federal funding. All costs associated with preparation of the Title III 
accountability reports are included in the CDE’s Analysis, Measurement, and 
Accountability Reporting Division’s budget. 
 
ATTACHMENT(S) 
 
None. 

                                            
1 In California, AYP is based upon results from the California Standards Test (CST) in grades two through 
eight, the California Alternate Performance Assessment (CAPA) in grades two through eight, and ten; the 
California Modified Assessment (CMA) in grades three through eight (grades three through seven in 
mathematics); and the California High School Exit Examination (CAHSEE) in grade ten. 
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              CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION 
 

SEPTEMBER 2013 AGENDA 

SUBJECT 
 
Civic Center Act: Approve Commencement of the Rulemaking 
Process for Amendments to the California Code of Regulations, 
Title 5, sections 14037-14042. 

 Action 

 Information 

 Public Hearing 

 
SUMMARY OF THE ISSUE(S) 
 
Senate Bill (SB) 1404 (2012) expands, until January 1, 2020, the definition of direct 
costs that a school district governing board may charge for the use of school facilities or 
grounds pursuant to Education Code (EC) Section 38134 (the Civic Center Act).  
 
These regulations are proposed, as required by EC Section 38134(h), to be used by a 
school district in determining the proportionate share and the specific allowable costs 
that a school district may include as direct costs for the use of its school facilities or 
grounds.  
 
The regulations establish a consistent method by which school districts will calculate 
fees for the use of school facilities or grounds by outside entities. The calculated fees 
will represent the maximum amount a school district is authorized to charge, which does 
not preclude a school district from electing to charge less, or to assess no fee at all.  
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
The California Department of Education (CDE) recommends the State Board of 
Education (SBE) take the following actions: 
 

• Approve the Notice of Proposed Rulemaking; 
• Approve the Initial Statement of Reasons; 
• Approve the proposed regulations; and  
• Direct the CDE to commence the rulemaking process.   

 
BRIEF HISTORY OF KEY ISSUES 
 
Under existing law known as the Civic Center Act (EC Section 38130 et seq.), every 
public school facility is considered a civic center where citizens, school-community 
councils, and clubs, as well as, senior, recreation, education, political, artistic, and other 
organizations may meet. The school district may grant the use of school facilities and  
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grounds upon certain terms and conditions deemed proper by the governing board and  
subject to specified limitations, requirements, and restrictions set forth within the law.  
 
With recent amendments to the Civic Center Act (SB 1404, Chapter 764, Statutes of 
2012), the California Legislature expanded, until January 1, 2020, the definition of direct 
costs that a school district governing board may charge pursuant to this section to 
include a share of the operating and maintenance costs and a share of the 
maintenance, repair, restoration, and refurbishment costs of the school facilities or 
grounds, proportional to an entity’s use of the school facilities or grounds.  
 
The Legislature has taken this step to encourage school districts to maximize 
opportunities to make public school facilities and grounds available and accessible to 
their communities as civic centers. Recognizing that the costs to maintain facilities or 
grounds exceed just the operational costs associated with an entity’s use of school 
facilities and grounds, the goal of the amendments to the Civic Center Act is to 
authorize school districts to recoup all of the direct costs associated with an entity’s use 
of school facilities or grounds.  
 
EC Section 38134(h) requires that the State Superintendent of Public Instruction 
develop, and the State Board adopt, by December 31, 2013, regulations to be used by a 
school district in determining the proportionate share and the specific allowable costs 
that a school district may include as direct costs for the use of its school facilities or 
grounds.  
 
SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND 
ACTION 
 
N/A 
 
FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE) 
 
A Fiscal Impact Statement is provided as Attachment 4. 
 
ATTACHMENT(S) 
 
Attachment 1: Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (5 pages) 
 
Attachment 2: Text of Proposed Regulations (4 pages) 
 
Attachment 3: Initial Statement of Reasons (4 pages)  
 
Attachment 4: Economic and Fiscal Impact Statement (STD. 399) (4 pages). The 

Economic and Fiscal Impact Statement is available for viewing at the 
State Board of Education office. 
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CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 
TOM TORLAKSON, State Superintendent of Public Instruction 

CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION 
MICHAEL W. KIRST, President 

916-319-0800 1430 N Street   Sacramento, CA 95814-5901 916-319-0827 
 
 

NOTICE OF PROPOSED RULEMAKING 
 

AMENDMENT TO CALIFORNIA CODE OF REGULATIONS, TITLE 5,  
REGARDING CIVIC CENTER ACT 

 
[Notice published September 20, 2013] 

 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the State Board of Education (SBE) proposes to 
adopt the regulations described below after considering all comments, objections, or 
recommendations regarding the proposed action. 
 
PUBLIC HEARING 
 
California Department of Education (CDE) staff, on behalf of the SBE, will hold a public 
hearing at 1:30 p.m. on November 4, 2013, at 1430 N Street, Room 1801, Sacramento, 
California. The room is wheelchair accessible. At the hearing, any person may present 
statements or arguments, orally or in writing, relevant to the proposed action described 
in the Informative Digest. The SBE requests, but does not require, that persons who 
make oral comments at the public hearing also submit a written summary of their 
statements. No oral statements will be accepted subsequent to this public hearing. 
 
WRITTEN COMMENT PERIOD 
 
Any interested person, or his or her authorized representative, may submit written 
comments relevant to the proposed regulatory action to: 
 

Debra Thacker, Regulations Coordinator 
Administrative Support and Regulations Adoption Unit 

California Department of Education 
1430 N Street, Room 5319 

Sacramento, CA 95814 
 

Comments may also be submitted by facsimile (FAX) at 916-319-0155 or by e-mail to 
regcomments@cde.ca.gov.  

mailto:regcomments@cde.ca.gov
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Comments must be received by the Regulations Coordinator prior to 5:00 p.m. on 
November 4, 2013. All written comments received by CDE staff during the public 
comment period are subject to disclosure under the Public Records Act. 
 
AVAILABILITY OF CHANGED OR MODIFIED TEXT 
 
Following the public hearing and considering all timely and relevant comments received, 
the SBE may adopt the proposed regulations substantially as described in this Notice  
or may modify the proposed regulations if the modifications are sufficiently related to the 
original text. With the exception of technical or grammatical changes, the full text of any 
modified regulation will be available for 15 days prior to its adoption from the 
Regulations Coordinator and will be mailed to those persons who submit written 
comments related to this regulation, or who provide oral testimony at the public hearing, 
or who have requested notification of any changes to the proposed regulations. 
 
AUTHORITY AND REFERENCE 
 
Authority: Sections 33031 and 38134, Education Code.  
 
References:  Sections 38131 and 38134, Education Code. 
 
INFORMATIVE DIGEST/POLICY STATEMENT OVERVIEW 
 
Existing law, known as the Civic Center Act, authorizes a school district governing 
board to grant the use of school facilities or grounds as a civic center, for specified 
purposes, upon terms and conditions deemed proper by the governing board. Existing 
law authorizes a school district governing board to charge a fee, not to exceed the 
school district's direct costs, as defined, for use of the school facilities or grounds by 
entities that promote youth and school activities or that arrange for and supervise sports 
league activities for youths. 
 
Senate Bill (SB) 1404 expands the definition of direct costs that a school district 
governing board may charge an entity for the use of school facilities or grounds to 
include a specified share of the operating and maintenance costs proportional to the 
entity's use of the school facilities or grounds under this provision, and a share of the 
costs for maintenance, repair, restoration, and refurbishment of the school facilities or 
grounds proportional to that entity's use of school facilities or grounds, as specified. SB 
1404 requires the State Superintendent of Public Instruction to develop, and the SBE to 
adopt, regulations to be used by a school district in determining these costs and 
proportional share. SB 1404 also limits the proportional costs related to maintenance, 
repair, restoration, and refurbishment to only a school's non-classroom space and 
grounds. 
 
School districts make valuable contributions to their communities by providing needed 
space for recreational activities and are obligated to protect and preserve public school
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facilities and grounds for the safety and enjoyment of the pupils and community 
members who use the school facilities or grounds. 
 
School districts also provide access to school facilities and grounds to organizations 
that promote physical activity, before and after school care, recreation, tutoring, and 
other activities that benefit the residents of those communities. 
 
In order to promote youth and school activities, these regulations will encourage all 
school districts to maximize opportunities to make available and accessible public 
school facilities and grounds to their communities as civic centers. 
 
The CDE reviewed all state legislation relating to the Civic Center Act and found that 
none exist that are inconsistent or incompatible with these regulations. 
 
DISCLOSURES REGARDING THE PROPOSED ACTION/ FISCAL IMPACT 
 
The SBE has made the following initial determinations: 
 
There are no other matters as are prescribed by statute applicable to the specific state 
agency or to any specific regulations or class of regulations. 
 
The proposed regulations do not require a report to be made. 
 
Mandate on local agencies and school districts:  TBD 
 
Cost or savings to any state agency:  TBD 
 
Costs to any local agencies or school districts for which reimbursement would be 
required pursuant to Part 7 (commencing with Section 17500) of Division 4 of the 
Government Code: TBD 
 
Other non-discretionary costs or savings imposed on local educational agencies:  TBD 
 
Costs or savings in federal funding to the state:  TBD 
 
Significant, statewide adverse economic impact directly affecting business including the 
ability of California businesses to compete with businesses in other states:  TBD 
 
Cost impacts on a representative private person or businesses:  The SBE is not aware 
of any cost impacts that a representative private person or business would necessarily 
incur in reasonable compliance with the proposed action. 
 
Effect on housing costs:  TBD 
 
Effect on small businesses:  TBD 
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RESULTS OF THE ECONOMIC IMPACT ANALYSIS 
 
Adoption of these regulations will not 1) create or eliminate jobs within California; 2) 
create new businesses or eliminate existing businesses within California; or 3) affect the 
expansion of businesses currently doing business within California. 
 
In order to promote youth and school activities, these regulations will encourage all 
school districts to maximize opportunities to make available and accessible public 
school facilities and grounds to their communities as civic centers. 
 
CONSIDERATION OF ALTERNATIVES 
 
The SBE must determine that no reasonable alternative it considered or that has 
otherwise been identified and brought to the attention of the SBE, would be more 
effective in carrying out the purpose for which the action is proposed, or would be as 
effective and less burdensome to affected private persons than the proposed action, or 
would be more cost effective to affected private persons and equally effective in 
implementing the statutory policy or other provision of law. 

 
The SBE invites interested persons to present statements or arguments with respect to 
alternatives to the proposed regulations at the scheduled hearing or during the written 
comment period. 
 
CONTACT PERSONS 
 
Inquiries concerning the content of this regulation should be directed to: 

 
Kathleen Smothers, Administrator 

School Facilities and Transportation Services Division 
California Department of Education 

1430 N Street, Room 1201  
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Telephone: 916- 323-3926 
KSmothers@cde.ca.gov 

 
Inquiries concerning the regulatory process may be directed to the Regulations 
Coordinator or Cynthia Olsen, Analyst, at 916-319-0860.  
 
INITIAL STATEMENT OF REASONS AND INFORMATION 
 
The SBE has prepared an Initial Statement of Reasons for the proposed regulation and 
has available all the information upon which the proposal is based. 
 
TEXT OF PROPOSED REGULATION AND CORRESPONDING DOCUMENTS 
 
Copies of the exact language of the proposed regulation, the Initial Statement of 
Reasons, and all of the information upon which the proposal is based, may be obtained

mailto:KSmothers@cde.ca.gov
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upon request from the Regulations Coordinator. These documents may also be viewed 
and downloaded from the CDE’s Web site at http://www.cde.ca.gov/re/lr/rr/ .  
 
AVAILABILITY AND LOCATION OF THE FINAL STATEMENT OF REASONS AND 
RULEMAKING FILE 
 
All the information upon which the proposed regulations are based is contained in the 
rulemaking file which is available for public inspection by contacting the Regulations 
Coordinator. 
 
You may obtain a copy of the Final Statement of Reasons, once it has been finalized, 
by making a written request to the Regulations Coordinator. 
 
REASONABLE ACCOMMODATION FOR ANY INDIVIDUAL WITH A DISABILITY 
 
Pursuant to the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990, 
and the Unruh Civil Rights Act, any individual with a disability who requires reasonable 
accommodation to attend or participate in a public hearing on proposed regulations, 
may request assistance by contacting Kathleen Smothers, School Facilities and 
Transportation Services Division, 1430 N Street, Room 1201, Sacramento, CA, 95814; 
telephone, 916-323-3926. It is recommended that assistance be requested at least two 
weeks prior to the hearing. 

http://www.cde.ca.gov/re/lr/rr/
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• The State Board of Education has illustrated changes to the original text in the 1 
following manner: text originally proposed to be added is underlined; text proposed to 2 
be deleted is displayed in strikeout.  3 

 4 

TITLE 5. EDUCATION 5 

Division 1. California Department of Education 6 

Chapter 13. School Facilities and Equipment 7 

Subchapter 1.5. Civic Center Act 8 

Article 1. Proportionate Direct Costs for Use of School Facilities and Grounds. 9 

 10 

§ 14037. Integrate Facilities Definitions. 11 

(a) “Applicant” means the direct cost fee payer requesting use of school facilities or 12 

grounds under the Civic Center Act (Education Code section 38130, et seq). 13 

(b) “Direct costs” are the estimated costs identified by a school district as follows: 14 

(1) “Capital direct costs” includes the estimated costs for maintenance, repair, 15 

restoration, and refurbishment, for use of the school facilities or grounds under the Civic 16 

Center Act.   17 

(A) For purposes of estimating capital direct costs, “school facilities” shall be limited 18 

to nonclassroom space, but may apply to specialty teaching spaces including but not 19 

limited to, dance studios, music practice or performance spaces and theaters.  20 

(B) Capital direct costs do not apply to classroom-based programs that operate after 21 

school hours, including, but not limited to, after school programs, tutoring programs, or 22 

child care programs. 23 

(C) Capital direct costs do not apply to organizations retained by the school or 24 

school district to provide instruction or instructional activities to pupils during school 25 

hours.  26 

(2) “Operational direct costs” includes the estimated costs of supplies, utilities, 27 

janitorial services, services of school district employees, and salaries paid to school 28 

district employees directly associated with the administration of the Civic Center Act to 29 

operate and maintain school facilities or grounds. 30 

(c) The term “school grounds” shall include, but not be limited to, playing fields, 31 

athletic fields, track and field venues, tennis courts, and outdoor basketball courts.32 
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NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 33031 and 38134, Education Code. Reference: 1 

Sections 38131 and 38134, Education Code. 2 

 3 

§ 14038. Determining Proportionate Share.  4 

 School districts electing to charge applicants for all direct costs, or either capital 5 

direct costs or operational direct costs shall do the following: 6 

(a) Calculate the proportionate share, as a percent, that each school facility or 7 

grounds is available for use by applicants as follows: 8 

(1) Estimate the total annual hours a facility or grounds is expected to be used or 9 

operated by applicants. 10 

(2) Estimate the total annual hours a facility or grounds is expected to be used by 11 

anyone, including applicants and school districts.  12 

(3) Divide the number of hours in subdivision (a)(1) by the number of hours in 13 

subdivision (a)(2).   14 

(b) In the alternative, school districts may elect to determine proportionate share by 15 

categorizing like facilities or grounds (e.g., all high school football fields, all 16 

gymnasiums) and performing the same calculation as outlined in subdivisions (a)(1) 17 

through (a)(3). 18 

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 33031 and 38134, Education Code. Reference: 19 

Sections 38131 and 38134, Education Code. 20 

 21 

§ 14039. Determining Specific Allowable Capital Direct Costs.  22 

Specific to each school facility and grounds (or like facilities and grounds as 23 

described in section 14038(b)), the school district shall quantify annual capital direct 24 

costs as follows: 25 

(a) Determine the useful life in years from the initial date of occupancy or use. 26 

(b) Estimate the expected cost to repair, restore, or refurbish the facility or grounds 27 

at the end of its useful life. Substitute the estimated cost to replace a facility or grounds 28 

when maintenance, repair, restoration or refurbishment would not be practicable or cost 29 

effective. 30 

(c) Divide the cost in subdivision (b) over the number of years in subdivision (a) to 31 
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reflect the annual cost. 1 

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 33031 and 38134, Education Code. Reference: 2 

Sections 38131 and 38134, Education Code. 3 

 4 

§14040. Scope of Article Determining Specific Allowable Operational Direct Costs.  5 

Specific to each school facility and grounds (or like facilities and grounds as 6 

described in section 14038(b)), the school district shall quantify annual operational 7 

direct costs by estimating the following costs:  8 

(a) The annual cost of salaries and benefits for all school district employee labor or 9 

contracted services required to operate, clean, and maintain the facility or grounds, 10 

which may include janitorial services, setup and teardown time, and security.  11 

(b) The annual cost of supplies required to operate and maintain the facility or 12 

grounds, including all school district equipment used by applicants. 13 

(c) The annual cost of utilities required to operate the facility or grounds, including 14 

any school district or applicant-provided equipment. 15 

(d) The prorated annual salaries and benefits paid to school district employees 16 

directly associated with the administration of direct cost user fees for time spent 17 

administering such fees authorized under this Article. 18 

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 33031 and 38134, Education Code. Reference: 19 

Sections 38131 and 38134, Education Code. 20 

 21 

§14041. Plans Establishing a Fee Schedule.  22 

 (a) When electing to assess fees pursuant to the Civic Center Act, a school district 23 

governing board shall adopt a fee schedule that includes the hourly fee for each specific 24 

facility and grounds (or like facilities and grounds as described in section 14038(b)), 25 

calculated as follows: 26 

(1) If charging for capital direct costs only, multiply the capital direct costs quantified 27 

in section 14039(c) by the proportionate share as determined in section 14038(a)(3).  28 

Divide the product by the total number of hours of applicant use as set forth in section 29 

14038(a)(1) to arrive at the hourly rate. 30 

(2) If charging for operational costs only, add the operational costs identified in 31 
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sections 14040(a) through (c) and multiply the sum by the proportionate share as 1 

determined in section 14038(a)(3). Divide the product by the total number of hours of 2 

applicant use as set forth in section 14038(a)(1) to arrive at an hourly rate. Add to this 3 

amount the hourly rate to administer direct cost user fees calculated by dividing the cost 4 

identified in section 14040(d) by the total number of hours of applicant use set forth in 5 

section 14038(a)(1). 6 

(3) If charging for all direct costs, add the hourly rates calculated in subdivisions 7 

(a)(1) and (a)(2). 8 

(b)  A school district governing board may elect to discount direct cost fees charged 9 

pursuant to the Civic Center Act based on the type or category of applicant, such as 10 

those with tax-exempt status.  All such discounts shall be contained in the adopted fee 11 

schedule. 12 

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 33031 and 38134, Education Code. Reference: 13 

Sections 38131 and 38134, Education Code. 14 

 15 

§ 14042. Justification Procedure Expending Capital Fees.  16 

 Funds collected by a school district as capital direct costs shall be deposited into a 17 

special fund that shall only be used for capital maintenance, repair, restoration, and 18 

refurbishment.  19 

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 33031 and 38134, Education Code. Reference: 20 

Sections 38131 and 38134, Education Code. 21 

 22 

 23 

 24 

 25 

 26 

 27 

 28 

 29 

7-11-13 [California Department of Education]30 
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INITIAL STATEMENT OF REASONS 
Civic Center Act 

 
INTRODUCTION 
 
Under existing law known as the Civic Center Act (Education Code section 38130 et 
seq.), every public school facility is considered a civic center where citizens, school-
community councils, and clubs, as well as, senior, recreation, education, political, 
artistic, and other organizations may meet. The school district may grant the use of 
school facilities and grounds upon certain terms and conditions deemed proper by the 
governing board and subject to specified limitations, requirements, and restrictions set 
forth within the law.  
 
With recent amendments to the Civic Center Act (SB 1404, Chapter 764, Statutes of 
2012), the California Legislature expanded, until January 1, 2020, the definition of direct 
costs that a school district governing board may charge pursuant to this section to 
include a share of the operating and maintenance costs and a share of the 
maintenance, repair, restoration, and refurbishment costs of the school facilities or 
grounds, proportional to an entity’s use of the school facilities or grounds.  
 
The Legislature has taken this step to encourage school districts to maximize 
opportunities to make public school facilities and grounds available and accessible to 
their communities as civic centers. Recognizing that the costs to maintain facilities or 
grounds exceed just the operational costs associated with an entity’s use of school 
facilities and grounds, the goal of the amendments to the Civic Center Act is to 
authorize school districts to recoup all of the direct costs associated with a non-school 
entity’s use of school facilities or grounds.  
 
PROBLEM AGENCY INTENDS TO ADDRESS 
 
Through this rulemaking process, the State Board of Education (SBE) proposes to 
amend the California Code of Regulations, Title 5, by adding sections 14037 through 
14042 to comply with the requirements of Education Code section 38134. 
 
BENEFITS ANTICIPATED FROM REGULATORY ACTION 
 
The proposed regulations clarify and make specific the provisions of Education Code 
section 38134, regarding the determination of proportionate share and specific 
allowable costs that a school district may charge to entities requesting use of school 
facilities or grounds as direct fee users pursuant to the Civic Center Act. 
 
The proposed regulations establish a consistent and transparent method by which 
school districts will calculate fees for the use of school facilities or grounds by outside 
entities. The calculated fees will represent the maximum amount a school district is 
authorized to charge, which does not preclude a school district from electing to charge 
less, or to assess no fee at all. 
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SPECIFIC PURPOSE OF EACH SECTION – GOV. CODE SECTION 11346.2(b)(1) 
 
The specific purpose of each adoption, and the rationale for the determination that each 
adoption is reasonably necessary to carry out the purpose for which it is proposed, 
together with a description of the public problem, administrative requirement, or other 
condition or circumstance that each adoption is intended to address, is as follows: 
 
Proposed section 14037 is added to define the relevant terms needed to provide 
regulatory support to the Civic Center Act, as amended. The definitions are necessary 
to clarify the scope and applicability of these regulations. 
 
Proposed section 14038 is added to describe the methodology by which school 
districts shall determine the proportionate use of school facilities and grounds pursuant 
to Education Code section 38134. This is necessary to ensure that any charge levied 
pursuant to this section does not exceed the proportionate share of the school district’s 
direct costs, as calculated. 
 
Proposed sections 14039(a) through (c) are added to instruct school districts in the 
calculation of capital direct costs. This is necessary to describe the specific allowable 
costs and to reflect that capital direct costs should be specific to each school facility or 
grounds, or type of facility or grounds, in order not to exceed actual costs. 
 
Proposed sections 14040(a) through (d) are added to instruct school districts in the 
calculation of operational direct costs. This is necessary to describe the specific 
allowable costs and to reflect that operational direct costs should be specific to each 
school facility or grounds, or type of facility or grounds, in order not to exceed actual 
costs.  
 
Proposed section 14041 is added to instruct school districts in the development of an 
hourly fee schedule for the direct cost fee payers’ use of school facilities and grounds 
pursuant to the Civic Center Act. This is necessary to specify the manner by which 
capital and operational direct costs are ultimately reflected in the fees charged to 
applicants. 
 
Proposed section 14042 is added to reflect restrictions on the use of fees collected as 
capital direct costs, pursuant to Education Code section 38134(g)(1)(B)(iii). This is 
necessary to ensure the proper use of fees collected as capital direct costs. 
 
ECONOMIC IMPACT ANALYSIS PER GOVERNMENT CODE SECTION 11346.3, 
SUBDIVISION (b) 
 
The proposed regulatory action provides instruction to school districts related to the 
calculation and assessment of direct cost user fees pursuant to the Civic Center Act, 
and reflects amendments to Education Code section 38134 effective January 1, 2013. 
The proposed amendments to Title 5 only affect school districts electing to assess direct 
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cost user fees, and the applicants seeking use of school facilities and grounds as direct 
cost users. Therefore, based on the scope of this action, the SBE does not have any 
information indicating that the proposed amendments would 1) create or eliminate jobs 
within California; 2) create new businesses or eliminate existing businesses within 
California; or 3) affect the expansion of businesses currently doing business within 
California. 
 
The benefits of the proposed regulatory action include a mechanism by which school 
districts may recover costs related to the depreciation of school facilities and grounds, 
for the use of those facilities and grounds by direct cost fee payers (e.g., non-school 
district users). New use fees collected as capital direct costs will contribute to the school 
district’s cost to maintain, repair, restore, and refurbish school facilities and grounds, 
such that they continue to exist in a condition of good repair that serves the school and 
community.  
 
Once implemented, it is expected that the CDE will provide guidance and technical 
assistance to school districts electing to assess capital direct costs for use of its school 
facilities and grounds pursuant to the Civic Center Act. The School Facilities and 
Transportation Services Division (SFTSD) provides guidance and technical assistance 
to local educational agencies on a range of issues related to the design and operation of 
school facilities and grounds, and would provide this service as part of current 
operations. 
 
OTHER REQUIRED SHOWINGS – GOV. CODE 11346.2(b)(2)-(4) 
 
Studies, Reports, or Documents Relied Upon – Gov. Code Section 11346.2(b)(2): 
 
The SBE did not rely upon any technical, theoretical, or empirical studies, reports, or 
documents in proposing the adoption of this regulation. 
 
Reasonable Alternatives Considered Or Agency’s Reasons for Rejecting Those 
Alternatives – Gov. Code Section 11346.2(b)(3)(A): 
 
No other alternatives were presented to or considered by the SBE. 
 
Reasonable Alternatives That Would Lessen the Impact On Small Businesses – 
Gov. Code Section 11346.2(b)(3)(B): 
 
The SBE has not identified any alternatives that would lessen any adverse impact on 
small business. 
 
Evidence Relied Upon To Support the Initial Determination That the Regulations 
Will Not Have A Significant Adverse Economic Impact on Business – Gov. Code 
Section 11346.2(b)(6):  
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The proposed regulations would not have a significant adverse economic impact on any 
business. 
 
Analysis Of Whether The Regulations Are An Efficient And Effective Means Of 
Implementing The Law In The Least Burdensome Manner – Gov. Code Section 
11346.3(e) 
 
The regulations have been determined to be the most efficient and effective means of 
implementing the law in the least burdensome manner. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
08-07-13 [California Department of Education] 
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AAV of Item 18 Attachment 4
Accessible Alternative Version (AAV) of Item 18 Attachment 4 for the September 2013 SBE Meeting Agenda.

This page is the Accessible Alternative Version (AAV) of Item 18 Attachment 4 from the California State Board of Education (SBE)
Meeting Agenda for September 2013. The scanned Item 18 Attachment 4 (PDF) version is considered to be the official version of
the document.

Economic and Fiscal Impact Statement

(REGULATIONS AND ORDERS). User entries from the STD. 399 (REV. 12/2008) Form.

Department Name: Education

Contact Person: Amy Tang-Paterno

Telephone Number: 916-322-6630

Descriptive Title From Notice Register Or From 400: Civic Center Act (Version dated July 11, 2013)

Notice File Number: Z

Economic Impact Statement

Section A. ESTIMATED PRIVATE SECTOR COST IMPACTS (Include calculations and assumptions in the rulemaking record.)

Section A.1. Check the appropriate box(es) below to indicate whether this regulation:

Selected option is H: None of the above (Explain below. Complete the Fiscal Impact Statement as appropriate)
Option H explanation: The regulations would not impose any additional costs to the private sector.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Section A. FISCAL EFFECT ON LOCAL GOVERNMENT (Indicate appropriate boxes 1 through 6 and attach calculations and
assumptions of fiscal impact for the current year and two subsequent Fiscal Years.)

Selected option is 5: No fiscal impact exists because this regulation does not affect any local entity or program.

Section B. FISCAL EFFECT ON STATE GOVERNMENT (Indicate appropriate boxes 1 through 4 and attach calculations and
assumptions of fiscal impact for the current year and two subsequent Fiscal Years.)

Selected option is 3: No fiscal impact exists because this regulation does not affect any State agency or program.

Section C. FISCAL EFFECT ON FEDERAL FUNDING OF STATE PROGRAMS (Indicate appropriate boxes 1 through 4 and attach
calculations and assumptions of fiscal impact for the current year and two subsequent Fiscal Years.)

Selected option is 3: No fiscal impact exists because this regulation does not affect any federally funded State agency or
program.

Fiscal Officer Signature by Amy Tang-Paterno dated July 25, 2013

Agency Secretary1 Approval / Concurrence Signature by Jeannie Oropeza dated July 31, 2013

Department of Finance2 Approval / Concurrence Signature: No signature.

1. The signature attests that the agency has completed the STD.399 according to the instructions in the State Administrative
Manual (SAM) sections 6601-6616, and understands the impacts of the proposed rulemaking. State boards, offices, or
department not under an Agency Secretary must have the form signed by the highest ranking official in the organization.

2. Finance approval and signature is required when SAM sections 6601-6616 require completion of Fiscal Impact Statement in
the STD. 399.
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SBE-003 (REV. 09/2011) 
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              CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION 
 

SEPTEMBER 2013 AGENDA 

SUBJECT 
 
Approval of 2013–14 Consolidated Applications. 

 Action 

 Information 

 Public Hearing 

 
SUMMARY OF THE ISSUE(S) 
 
Each local educational agency (LEA) must submit a complete and accurate 
Consolidated Application for Funding (ConApp) each fiscal year in order for the 
California Department of Education (CDE) to send funding to LEAs for any or all of the 
categorical funds contained in the ConApp for which they are eligible. The ConApp is 
the annual fiscal companion to the LEA Plan. The State Board of Education (SBE) is 
asked to annually approve ConApps for approximately 1,600 school districts, county 
offices of education, and direct-funded charter schools. 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
The CDE recommends that the SBE approve the 2013–14 ConApps submitted by LEAs 
in Attachment 1. 
 
BRIEF HISTORY OF KEY ISSUES 
 
Each year, the CDE, in compliance with California Code of Regulations, Title 5, Section 
3920, recommends that the SBE approve applications for funding Consolidated 
Categorical Aid Programs submitted by LEAs. Prior to receiving funding, the LEA must 
also have a SBE-approved LEA Plan that satisfies the SBE’s and CDE’s criteria for 
utilizing federal and state categorical funds.  
 
Approximately $2.9 billion of state and federal funding is distributed annually through 
the ConApp process. The 2013–14 ConApp consists of six federal-funded programs 
and only one state-funded program. The state funding source is Economic Impact Aid 
(which is used for State Compensatory Education and/or English learners). The federal 
funding sources include: 
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• Title I, Part A Basic Grant (Low Income);  
• Title I, Part D (Delinquent); 
• Title II, Part A (Teacher Quality);  
• Title III, Part A (Immigrant);  
• Title III, Part A (Limited English Proficient Students); and 
• Title VI, Part B (Rural, Low-Income).  

 
The CDE recommends regular approval of the 2013–14 ConApp for the 1,567 LEAs in 
Attachment 1. Attachment 1 also includes ConApp entitlement figures from school year 
2012–13 because the figures for 2013–14 have not yet been determined. Fiscal data 
are absent if an LEA is new or is applying for direct funding for the first time. 
 
SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND 
ACTION 
 
For fiscal year 2012–13, the SBE approved ConApps for 1,616 LEAs. Attachment 1 
represents the first set of 2013–14 ConApps presented to the SBE for approval. 
 
FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE) 
 
The CDE provides resources to track the SBE approval status of the ConApps for 
approximately 1,600 LEAs. The cost to track the noncompliant status of LEAs related to 
programs within the ConApp is covered through a cost pool of federal funds and 
Economic Impact Aid funds. CDE staff communicates with LEA staff on an ongoing 
basis to determine the evidence needed to resolve issues, reviews the evidence 
provided by LEA staff, and maintains a tracking system to document the resolution 
process. 
 
ATTACHMENT(S) 
 
Attachment 1: Consolidated Applications List (2013–14) - Regular Approvals (52 pages) 
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Consolidated Applications List (2013–14) – Regular Approvals 
 
The following local educational agencies have submitted a correct and complete Consolidated Application (ConApp), Spring Release, and have no 
compliance issues or are making satisfactory progress toward resolving one or two noncompliant issues that are less than 365 days. The California 
Department of Education (CDE) recommends regular approval of these applications. The Accountability Progress Reporting (APR) System data will 
be available on an undetermined date after August 31. 
 

CDS Code 
 

Local Educational Agency Name 
 

Total 2012–13 
ConApp 

Entitlement 

2012–13 
Total 

Entitlement 
Per Student 

Total 2012–13 
Title I 

Entitlement 

2012–13 
Entitlement 

Per Free and 
Reduced 

Lunch K-12 
Student 

2012–13 
Percent At or 

Above 
Proficiency - 

Language Arts 
(APR) 

2012–13 
Percent At or 

Above 
Proficiency – 
Math (APR) 

01612590125856 100 Black Men of the Bay Area Community $0 $0 $0 $0   
19642120000000 ABC Unified $6,907,578 $334 $3,362,199 $638   
15638260127258 Abernathy Collegiate Charter $0 $0 $0 $0   
19101990109926 Academia Avance Charter $157,746 $318 $153,630 $351   
19647330120097 Academia Moderna $99,673 $276 $84,105 $294   
36750773631207 Academy for Academic Excellence $9,643 $0 $0 $0   
45752670120170 Academy of Personalized Learning $88,144 $183 $85,418 $290   
19647330126185 Academy of Science and Engineering $54,972 $366 $53,584 $395   
07616300000000 Acalanes Union High $209,709 $39 $0 $1,145   
19647336112536 Accelerated $360,106 $496 $309,800 $522   
23656152330454 Accelerated Achievement Academy $43,622 $264 $42,421 $335   
19647330100743 Accelerated Elementary Charter $60,286 $277 $59,437 $264   
43104390116814 ACE Charter $127,931 $277 $124,599 $299   
43694270125617 ACE Charter High $43,030 $434 $42,120 $483   
01612590111476 Achieve Academy $114,759 $507 $100,844 $533   
31667610000000 Ackerman Charter $59,318 $114 $34,256 $348   
19753090000000 Acton-Agua Dulce Unified $328,734 $228 $160,625 $795   
42767866118202 Adelante Charter $78,701 $349 $60,889 $437   
36675870000000 Adelanto Elementary $3,134,086 $368 $1,499,931 $445   
19647330118588 Alain Leroy Locke College Prep Academy $262,313 $335 $233,382 $335   
01100170000000 Alameda County Office of Education $1,684,062 $3,395 $1,631,371 $3,934   
01611190000000 Alameda Unified $3,387,874 $362 $1,476,034 $1,082   
01611270000000 Albany City Unified $693,793 $182 $193,055 $802   
37683380111898 Albert Einstein Academy Charter Middle $37,069 $114 $35,664 $280   
19651360121731 Albert Einstein Academy for Letters, Arts       
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CDS Code 
 

Local Educational Agency Name 
 

Total 2012–13 
ConApp 

Entitlement 

2012–13 
Total 

Entitlement 
Per Student 

Total 2012–13 
Title I 

Entitlement 

2012–13 
Entitlement 

Per Free and 
Reduced 

Lunch K-12 
Student 

2012–13 
Percent At or 

Above 
Proficiency - 

Language Arts 
(APR) 

2012–13 
Percent At or 

Above 
Proficiency – 
Math (APR) 

 and Sciences $0 $0 $0 $0 
12630320111203 Alder Grove Charter $59,612 $191 $58,041 $310   
49705990000000 Alexander Valley Union Elementary $38,610 $338 $19,267 $1,103   
19757130000000 Alhambra Unified $10,043,960 $547 $5,239,276 $764   
27659610000000 Alisal Union $7,216,278 $859 $2,809,104 $950   
54717950000000 Allensworth Elementary $73,757 $921 $44,897 $3,352   
19647330121285 

 
Alliance Cindy and Bill Simon Technology 
Academy High $92,309 $203 $88,393 $235   

19647330123141 
 

Alliance College-Ready Academy High No. 
16 $38,520 $202 $36,714 $211   

19647330111492 
 

Alliance College-Ready Academy High No. 
5 $228,222 $368 $222,939 $406   

19647330120030 
 

Alliance College-Ready Middle Academy 
No. 4 $187,877 $393 $183,139 $381   

19647330120048 
 

Alliance College-Ready Middle Academy 
No. 5 $98,881 $392 $96,372 $380   

19647330121277 
 

Alliance College-Ready Middle Academy 
No. 7 $113,341 $243 $109,048 $264   

19647330111500 Alliance Dr. Olga Mohan High $183,215 $379 $179,004 $408   
19647330117606 

 
Alliance Environmental Science and 
Technology High $153,452 $260 $149,366 $319   

19647330106864 
 

Alliance Gertz-Ressler Richard Merkin 6-
12 Complex $225,190 $399 $220,208 $445   

19647330117598 Alliance Health Services Academy High $123,984 $235 $120,552 $292   
19647330108936 

 
Alliance Huntington Park College-Ready 
Academy High $216,138 $360 $210,670 $371   

19647330111518 Alliance Jack H. Skirball Middle $166,561 $361 $162,286 $396   
19647330108894 

 
Alliance Judy Ivie Burton Technology 
Academy High $220,544 $367 $214,992 $395   

19647330111658 
 

Alliance Marc & Eva Stern Math and 
Science $215,625 $359 $210,654 $400   

19647330116509 
 

Alliance Media Arts and Entertainment 
Design High $111,573 $298 $108,704 $349   
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19647330111641 Alliance Ouchi-O'Donovan 6-12 Complex $183,191 $316 $178,454 $350   
19647330124891 

 
Alliance Renee and Meyer Luskin 
Academy High $0 $0 $0 $0   

19647330123133 
 

Alliance Susan and Eric Smidt Technology 
High $0 $0 $0 $0   

19647330121293 
 

Alliance Tennenbaum Family Technology 
High $59,082 $137 $55,696 $168   

54718030000000 Alpaugh Unified $377,063 $1,128 $189,692 $1,256   
43693690125526 Alpha: Blanca Alvarado Middle $0 $0 $0 $0   
02100250000000 Alpine County Office of Education $0 $0 $0 $0   
02613330000000 Alpine County Unified $77,514 $752 $48,666 $1,409   
37679670000000 Alpine Union Elementary $301,523 $160 $153,955 $567   
36675950000000 Alta Loma Elementary $1,021,905 $161 $534,972 $532   
54718110000000 Alta Vista Elementary $692,083 $1,485 $382,767 $1,381   
36675870120592 Alta Vista Public $22,782 $0 $0 $0   
43693690000000 Alum Rock Union Elementary $8,474,906 $662 $3,139,014 $835   
20651770000000 Alview-Dairyland Union Elementary $276,616 $766 $154,132 $1,119   
10619940000000 Alvina Elementary $125,784 $593 $85,035 $722   
03100330000000 Amador County Office of Education $0 $0 $0 $0   
10623800124982 

 
Ambassador Phillip V. Sanchez Public 
Charter $1,131 $0 $0 $0   

37683380124206 America's Finest Charter $57,200 $260 $55,944 $290   
30664230000000 Anaheim City $14,135,239 $739 $6,005,640 $847   
30664310000000 Anaheim Union High $14,016,009 $428 $7,208,209 $658   
10767780122770 Anchor Academy Charter $40,213 $309 $39,261 $326   
45698560000000 Anderson Union High $644,693 $316 $397,549 $563   
23655400000000 Anderson Valley Unified $394,235 $707 $197,551 $862   
19647330124016 Animo Charter Middle No. 3 $180,123 $341 $175,465 $337   
19647330124024 Animo Charter Middle No. 4 $122,752 $245 $119,160 $258   
19647330124883 Animo College Preparatory Academy $121,731 $315 $118,508 $268   
19646341996586 Animo Inglewood Charter High $290,123 $466 $230,365 $511   
19647330111583 Animo Jackie Robinson High $240,892 $411 $218,768 $437   
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19647330122481 Animo Jefferson Charter Middle $209,153 $565 $203,914 $399   
19647091996313 Animo Leadership High $247,780 $399 $220,928 $434   
19647330106849 Animo Pat Brown $243,993 $415 $220,361 $421   
19647330111575 Animo Ralph Bunche High $319,767 $428 $281,518 $464   
19647330102434 Animo South Los Angeles Charter $216,733 $351 $211,109 $370   
19647330106831 Animo Venice Charter High $188,658 $343 $183,906 $398   
19647330111625 

 
Animo Watts College Preparatory 
Academy $216,049 $392 $197,983 $424   

19647330122499 Animo Westside Charter Middle $71,575 $852 $69,851 $439   
52714720000000 Antelope Elementary $285,338 $467 $177,327 $894   
19648570112714 Antelope Valley Learning Academy $1,390 $0 $0 $0   
19642460000000 Antelope Valley Union High $9,152,538 $387 $5,516,980 $681   
07616486115703 Antioch Charter Academy $0 $0 $0 $0   
07616480115063 Antioch Charter Academy II $0 $0 $0 $0   
07616480000000 Antioch Unified $6,371,062 $348 $3,440,400 $557   
19647330117077 APEX Academy $0 $0 $0 $0   
19647330126078 Apple Academy Charter Public $105,376 $329 $102,597 $373   
36750770000000 Apple Valley Unified $5,357,175 $402 $3,443,587 $615   
19647330121079 Ararat Charter $76,659 $278 $74,271 $327   
19642610000000 Arcadia Unified $1,975,885 $202 $928,680 $1,155   
12626790000000 Arcata Elementary $391,210 $633 $221,971 $1,230   
56725460120634 

 
Architecture, Construction & Engineering 
Charter High (ACE) $37,565 $150 $36,585 $354   

34672800000000 Arcohe Union Elementary $185,738 $442 $113,992 $818   
23655570000000 Arena Union Elementary $131,004 $494 $64,455 $664   
01612590115238 ARISE High $88,469 $374 $75,457 $396   
16638750000000 Armona Union Elementary $518,596 $519 $258,975 $475   
35752590000000 Aromas/San Juan Unified $438,736 $354 $216,970 $654   
37683380114520 Arroyo Paseo Charter High $54,862 $428 $53,843 $477   
37680236116859 Arroyo Vista Charter $59,775 $64 $38,901 $291   
19647330123158 Arts In Action Community Charter $117,667 $454 $115,832 $482   
15633130000000 Arvin Union $3,538,949 $1,070 $1,687,472 $1,174   
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01612596118608 ASCEND $139,315 $318 $135,234 $353   
34674470120469 

 
Aspire Alexander Twilight College 
Preparatory Academy $0 $0 $0 $0   

34674470121467 
 

Aspire Alexander Twilight Secondary 
Academy $0 $0 $0 $0   

19647330109660 Aspire Antonio Maria Lugo Academy $148,899 $633 $131,926 $658   
39686760121541 Aspire APEX Academy $0 $0 $0 $0   
39685850101956 

 
Aspire Benjamin Holt College Preparatory 
Academy $76,924 $111 $73,953 $295   

01612590109819 Aspire Berkley Maynard Academy $181,165 $325 $160,676 $418   
01100170118489 

 
Aspire California College Preparatory 
Academy $145,081 $311 $142,040 $382   

34674390102343 Aspire Capitol Heights Academy $95,255 $335 $92,736 $391   
19647330126797 

 
Aspire Centennial College Preparatory 
Academy $0 $0 $0 $0   

01612590128413 Aspire College Academy $0 $0 $0 $0   
41689996114953 Aspire East Palo Alto Charter $204,088 $388 $177,139 $422   
41690620118232 Aspire East Palo Alto Phoenix Academy $68,975 $350 $67,537 $431   
01612590120188 Aspire ERES Academy $105,917 $477 $86,367 $499   
19647330122622 Aspire Firestone Academy $165,370 $440 $142,510 $440   
19647330122614 Aspire Gateway Academy $155,100 $414 $138,576 $414   
01612590118224 

 
Aspire Golden State College Preparatory 
Academy $158,891 $330 $155,407 $381   

19647330117960 Aspire Huntington Park Charter $104,231 $443 $88,296 $465   
19647330124800 Aspire Inskeep Academy Charter $120,341 $370 $117,714 $370   
19647330124792 Aspire Juanita Tate Academy Charter $116,533 $384 $114,136 $384   
19647330114884 Aspire Junior Collegiate Academy $0 $0 $0 $0   
39686760118497 Aspire Langston Hughes Academy $203,813 $335 $198,645 $369   
01612590130666 

 
Aspire Lionel Wilson College Preparatory 
Academy $205,281 $409 $185,792 $433   

01612590108803 Aspire Millsmont Academy $89,404 $336 $87,121 $385   
01612596117568 Aspire Monarch Academy $197,086 $507 $161,658 $532   
19647330112128 Aspire Ollin University Preparatory       
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 Academy $225,037 $416 $208,802 $436 
19647330122721 Aspire Pacific Academy $226,246 $381 $221,801 $401   
39686760114876 Aspire Port City Academy $0 $0 $0 $0   
39685856118921 Aspire River Oaks Charter $137,665 $364 $72,025 $622   
39686760108647 Aspire Rosa Parks Academy $175,235 $458 $157,518 $510   
19647330124784 Aspire Slauson Academy Charter $118,608 $396 $116,225 $398   
50710430112292 Aspire Summit Charter Academy $74,711 $187 $72,227 $323   
19647330120477 Aspire Titan Academy $0 $0 $0 $0   
50712900118125 Aspire University Charter $11,654 $43 $11,006 $277   
50766380120212 

 
Aspire Vanguard College Preparatory 
Academy $56,670 $165 $54,763 $329   

39685856116594 Aspire Vincent Shalvey Academy $31,502 $80 $26,785 $294   
19753090127100 Assurance Learning Academy $0 $0 $0 $0   
40687000000000 Atascadero Unified $1,177,930 $246 $625,277 $579   
24656310000000 Atwater Elementary $3,434,959 $748 $1,734,157 $858   
31667870000000 Auburn Union Elementary $758,958 $345 $405,760 $690   
37683383731395 Audeo Charter $184,149 $350 $180,717 $412   
19648810113464 Aveson Global Leadership Academy $832 $0 $0 $0   
19648810113472 Aveson School of Leaders $446 $0 $0 $0   
19642790000000 Azusa Unified $5,834,329 $599 $2,880,145 $707   
15633210000000 Bakersfield City $27,161,756 $959 $15,636,061 $1,069   
19642870000000 Baldwin Park Unified $8,890,808 $599 $4,429,130 $691   
42691040000000 Ballard Elementary $21,762 $182 $12,217 $21,762   
24656490000000 Ballico-Cressey Elementary $233,734 $749 $117,815 $1,151   
13631230118455 

 
Ballington Academy for the Arts and 
Sciences $42,242 $138 $41,647 $1,141   

04613820000000 Bangor Union Elementary $58,111 $496 $29,130 $638   
33669850000000 Banning Unified $2,948,562 $657 $1,701,551 $784   
39684860000000 Banta Elementary $143,149 $447 $78,339 $656   
19765470118760 Barack Obama Charter $112,866 $338 $109,875 $367   
37681896120901 Barona Indian Charter $109 $0 $0 $0   
36676110000000 Barstow Unified $3,120,125 $505 $1,744,661 $731   
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20651850000000 Bass Lake Joint Union Elementary $368,585 $449 $237,953 $777   
19642950000000 Bassett Unified $2,759,793 $614 $1,336,705 $726   
01611190130625 Bay Area School of Enterprise $0 $0 $0 $0   
01612590106906 Bay Area Technology $64,117 $322 $62,204 $464   
27102720124297 Bay View Academy $0 $0 $0 $0   
41688580000000 Bayshore Elementary $202,130 $519 $105,285 $1,820   
37737910109785 Bayshore Preparatory Charter $0 $0 $0 $0   
36676370000000 Bear Valley Unified $1,019,825 $395 $575,462 $629   
15633390000000 Beardsley Elementary $1,210,072 $699 $762,697 $856   
33669930000000 Beaumont Unified $2,434,350 $279 $1,213,514 $462   
45698720000000 Bella Vista Elementary $144,698 $406 $93,314 $605   
55723060000000 Belleview Elementary $44,435 $358 $22,735 $577   
49706150000000 Bellevue Union Elementary $1,344,338 $775 $494,777 $904   
19643030000000 Bellflower Unified $5,092,366 $364 $2,607,773 $590   
41688660000000 Belmont-Redwood Shores Elementary $273,494 $80 $70,292 $976   
15633470000000 Belridge Elementary $35,181 $1,099 $24,816 $1,213   
48705240000000 Benicia Unified $564,234 $115 $254,117 $766   
49706230000000 Bennett Valley Union Elementary $117,996 $116 $55,041 $715   
01611430000000 Berkeley Unified $2,250,069 $241 $910,913 $617   
43693770000000 Berryessa Union Elementary $2,975,365 $367 $889,421 $995   
19647330106872 Bert Corona Charter $132,436 $359 $128,998 $438   
19643110000000 Beverly Hills Unified $916,110 $196 $486,412 $3,679   
10620260000000 Big Creek Elementary $28,238 $495 $18,424 $4,706   
12626950000000 Big Lagoon Union Elementary $16,126 $223 $2,205 $316   
55751840000000 Big Oak Flat-Groveland Unified $125,829 $319 $69,664 $577   
10101080119628 Big Picture High School - Fresno $45,769 $349 $44,518 $381   
14632480000000 Big Pine Unified $79,703 $440 $28,604 $569   
47701850000000 Big Springs Union Elementary $53,643 $501 $34,935 $564   
27751500000000 Big Sur Unified $6,973 $332 $0 $581   
18640890000000 Big Valley Joint Unified $130,496 $649 $84,704 $3,624   
04614080000000 Biggs Unified $275,829 $474 $142,480 $1,863   
19647331931047 Birmingham Community Charter High $838,503 $312 $755,886 $347   
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14766870000000 Bishop Unified $589,358 $312 $325,975 $626   
35674540000000 Bitterwater-Tully Elementary $6,485 $231 $0 $3,242   
45698800000000 Black Butte Union Elementary $273,051 $1,275 $212,956 $1,728   
09737830000000 Black Oak Mine Unified $262,406 $175 $139,049 $398   
15633540000000 Blake Elementary $5,765 $960 $0 $0   
42691120000000 Blochman Union Elementary $12,551 $95 $0 $184   
12627030000000 Blue Lake Union Elementary $60,284 $427 $40,067 $837   
04614246119523 Blue Oak Charter $85,651 $203 $83,054 $338   
47701930000000 Bogus Elementary $6,803 $755 $0 $850   
21653000000000 Bolinas-Stinson Union $36,514 $323 $21,200 $936   
19643290000000 Bonita Unified $1,544,280 $157 $828,511 $504   
44697320000000 Bonny Doon Union Elementary $54,997 $426 $34,202 $4,230   
37679750000000 Bonsall Union Elementary $544,676 $273 $267,261 $718   
37679830000000 Borrego Springs Unified $231,074 $464 $67,897 $597   
27659790000000 Bradley Union Elementary $87,882 $1,141 $69,985 $1,952   
13630810000000 Brawley Union High $868,129 $465 $468,200 $668   
30664490000000 Brea-Olinda Unified $942,940 $160 $389,438 $583   
07616550000000 Brentwood Union Elementary $1,370,356 $162 $453,439 $568   
05615560000000 Bret Harte Union High $102,731 $123 $44,472 $406   
12627290000000 Bridgeville Elementary $37,660 $941 $19,402 $1,345   
56724470000000 Briggs Elementary $194,431 $338 $54,678 $474   
19647330112508 Bright Star Secondary Charter Academy $102,626 $237 $99,961 $258   
41688740000000 Brisbane Elementary $94,208 $181 $38,857 $654   
51713570000000 Brittan Elementary $139,341 $317 $87,292 $1,393   
51713650000000 Browns Elementary $38,559 $250 $25,016 $2,409   
09618380000000 Buckeye Union Elementary $429,281 $91 $201,690 $645   
42691380000000 Buellton Union Elementary $233,787 $351 $108,554 $1,067   
30664560000000 Buena Park Elementary $2,818,341 $527 $1,125,230 $711   
54718290000000 Buena Vista Elementary $71,173 $366 $33,902 $1,452   
19643370000000 Burbank Unified $3,402,547 $222 $1,575,267 $569   
41688820000000 Burlingame Elementary $550,177 $178 $138,160 $1,361   
53716620000000 Burnt Ranch Elementary $78,087 $805 $64,664 $1,280   
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10620420000000 Burrel Union Elementary $112,847 $902 $55,052 $1,074   
04100410000000 Butte County Office of Education $1,488,560 $3,044 $1,472,808 $4,034   
47736840000000 Butte Valley Unified $210,526 $674 $114,876 $979   
47702010000000 Butteville Union Elementary $60,827 $351 $44,331 $538   
15633700000000 Buttonwillow Union Elementary $346,433 $1,010 $155,725 $1,046   
07616630000000 Byron Union Elementary $249,880 $148 $134,460 $543   
19647330109553 

 
CA Academy for Liberal Studies Early 
College High $107,428 $479 $105,092 $583   

41688900000000 Cabrillo Unified $816,640 $246 $194,883 $629   
37679910000000 Cajon Valley Union $9,191,792 $594 $4,437,413 $935   
05100580000000 Calaveras County Office of Education $183,822 $381 $180,342 $563   
05615640000000 Calaveras Unified $1,043,215 $327 $630,635 $646   
15633880000000 Caliente Union Elementary $40,325 $593 $28,090 $1,152   
19647336118194 California Academy for Liberal Studies $97,651 $310 $94,966 $387   
39686500125849 California Connections Academy @ Ripon $32,866 $161 $31,953 $400   
55723630100099 California Virtual Academy @ Jamestown $65,233 $388 $63,423 $724   
16638750112698 California Virtual Academy @ Kings $170,615 $291 $165,637 $563   
19650940112706 California Virtual Academy @ Los Angeles $885,751 $179 $856,563 $493   
15636280127183 California Virtual Academy @ Maricopa $0 $0 $0 $0   
37684036120893 California Virtual Academy @ San Diego $473,651 $143 $457,677 $359   
39686270127191 California Virtual Academy @ San Joaquin $0 $0 $0 $0   
41689160112284 California Virtual Academy @ San Mateo $181,864 $165 $175,805 $647   
49707970107284 California Virtual Academy @ Sonoma $198,199 $198 $191,698 $512   
15636280127209 

 
California Virtual Academy High @ 
Maricopa $0 $0 $0 $0   

13631070000000 Calipatria Unified $824,346 $691 $377,572 $852   
28662410000000 Calistoga Joint Unified $353,138 $436 $92,638 $545   
56725460115105 

 
Camarillo Academy of Progressive 
Education $0 $0 $0 $0   

43693850000000 Cambrian $413,120 $120 $180,751 $680   
19647330122861 Camino Nuevo Academy #2 $211,322 $415 $182,809 $442   
19647336117667 Camino Nuevo Charter Academy $515,017 $914 $441,628 $934   
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19647330124826 Camino Nuevo Charter Academy No. 4 $196,502 $306 $191,663 $325   
19647330106435 Camino Nuevo Charter High $278,260 $576 $190,596 $590   
19647330122564 Camino Nuevo Elementary No. 3 $248,975 $367 $209,617 $390   
19647330127910 Camino Nuevo High No. 2 $0 $0 $0 $0   
09618460123125 

 
Camino Science and Natural Resources 
Charter $166 $0 $0 $0   

09618460000000 Camino Union Elementary $115,582 $273 $52,043 $477   
43693930000000 Campbell Union $2,748,411 $356 $1,300,211 $769   
43694010000000 Campbell Union High $735,281 $97 $0 $435   
58727286115935 Camptonville Academy $40,766 $109 $39,195 $237   
58727280000000 Camptonville Elementary $42,857 $840 $25,433 $1,785   
07616710000000 Canyon Elementary $13,377 $180 $0 $1,672   
11625540000000 Capay Joint Union Elementary $55,370 $278 $29,915 $559   
30664640106765 Capistrano Connections Academy Charter $201,289 $109 $193,780 $290   
30664640000000 Capistrano Unified $9,007,901 $178 $4,047,220 $745   
34674390123901 Capitol Collegiate Academy $44,414 $389 $43,436 $403   
37680070000000 Cardiff Elementary $173,335 $224 $67,444 $1,507   
37735510000000 Carlsbad Unified $1,801,723 $164 $833,340 $700   
27659870000000 Carmel Unified $365,451 $154 $169,000 $987   
42691460000000 Carpinteria Unified $925,004 $402 $315,629 $675   
10621661030840 Carter G. Woodson Public Charter $151,030 $423 $146,290 $437   
10755980000000 Caruthers Unified $920,636 $683 $461,145 $806   
36678760114405 

 
Casa Ramona Academy for Technology, 
Community, and Education $199,686 $461 $158,992 $1,457   

45699140000000 Cascade Union Elementary $1,292,648 $1,083 $871,062 $1,195   
19643450000000 Castaic Union $296,828 $94 $0 $386   
45699220000000 Castle Rock Union Elementary $20,143 $268 $9,090 $1,258   
01611500000000 Castro Valley Unified $1,171,964 $130 $453,439 $662   
40687260000000 Cayucos Elementary $181,750 $829 $136,961 $2,271   
44697990117804 Ceiba College Preparatory Academy $106,453 $279 $103,574 $324   
19647330123984 Celerity Cardinal Charter $92,799 $383 $90,494 $391   
19647330115766 Celerity Dyad Charter $283,826 $422 $241,742 $422   
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19648810127126 Celerity Exa Charter $108,975 $373 $106,290 $397   
19647330108910 Celerity Nascent Charter $285,076 $458 $264,193 $462   
19647330122655 Celerity Octavia Charter $196,812 $468 $145,070 $488   
19647330123166 Celerity Palmati Charter $118,940 $375 $116,038 $407   
19101990124925 Celerity Sirius Charter $152,555 $372 $148,711 $393   
19647330115782 Celerity Troika Charter $184,331 $358 $180,217 $444   
19647330115139 Center for Advanced Learning $113,667 $365 $110,933 $404   
34739730000000 Center Joint Unified $1,804,281 $349 $1,052,068 $645   
19643520000000 Centinela Valley Union High $3,670,563 $549 $1,938,850 $660   
54718030112458 Central California Connections Academy $34,356 $133 $33,165 $272   
19647330100800 Central City Value $163,531 $382 $145,709 $395   
36676450000000 Central Elementary $1,223,274 $261 $559,647 $465   
10739650000000 Central Unified $6,226,039 $407 $3,582,335 $621   
16638830000000 Central Union Elementary $497,074 $263 $231,746 $505   
13631150000000 Central Union High $1,833,675 $445 $863,467 $673   
30664720000000 Centralia Elementary $1,690,528 $376 $587,196 $626   
19647090112250 Century Academy for Excellence $109,724 $365 $106,925 $422   
19647090107508 Century Community Charter $107,555 $257 $104,533 $285   
50710430000000 Ceres Unified $5,911,155 $477 $2,653,544 $584   
36676520000000 Chaffey Joint Union High $7,369,837 $295 $4,095,046 $567   
19647330108878 

 
CHAMPS - Charter HS of Arts-Multimedia 
& Performing $79,713 $87 $78,157 $225   

19643780000000 Charter Oak Unified $1,237,649 $225 $653,283 $413   
37683383730959 Charter School of San Diego $769,876 $473 $692,994 $483   
50710500000000 Chatom Union $494,249 $704 $188,054 $936   
20756060000000 Chawanakee Unified $264,476 $247 $183,934 $540   
29663160000000 Chicago Park Elementary $14,599 $122 $0 $356   
04614240000000 Chico Unified $5,325,992 $428 $3,098,914 $856   
19646340121186 Children of Promise Preparatory Academy $72,931 $298 $71,096 $372   
36676780000000 Chino Valley Unified $8,003,617 $269 $4,239,461 $591   
20651930000000 Chowchilla Elementary $1,205,367 $596 $628,317 $1,567   
20652010000000 Chowchilla Union High $374,209 $393 $215,162 $539   
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45104540111674 Chrysalis Charter $25,909 $151 $25,027 $294   
27659950000000 Chualar Union $293,750 $861 $94,330 $887   
37680230000000 Chula Vista Elementary $11,139,114 $482 $4,672,764 $1,007   
37680236115778 Chula Vista Learning Community Charter $175,907 $186 $129,126 $303   
49706490000000 Cinnabar Elementary $136,735 $723 $81,621 $1,051   
19647330126177 Citizens of the World 2 $0 $0 $0 $0   
19647330126193 Citizens of the World 3 $0 $0 $0 $0   
19647330122556 Citizens of the World Charter $25,981 $101 $24,871 $279   
54718450000000 Citrus South Tule Elementary $18,782 $408 $7,662 $408   
38684780107300 City Arts and Tech High $92,902 $221 $90,051 $339   
19647330126102 City Charter Middle $0 $0 $0 $0   
37683380124347 City Heights Preparatory Charter $18,466 $384 $18,016 $401   
19643940000000 Claremont Unified $1,047,822 $151 $521,110 $386   
10621090000000 Clay Joint Elementary $70,624 $273 $46,800 $1,605   
07100740731380 Clayton Valley Charter High $0 $0 $0 $0   
29663240000000 Clear Creek Elementary $48,661 $293 $21,367 $748   
49706560000000 Cloverdale Unified $470,185 $321 $149,478 $554   
10621170000000 Clovis Unified $9,313,482 $236 $5,364,986 $611   
10621250000000 Coalinga-Huron Unified $4,745,763 $1,082 $2,662,814 $1,287   
40754650000000 Coast Unified $256,444 $346 $76,977 $558   
12626796120562 Coastal Grove Charter $39,410 $177 $38,185 $331   
53716700000000 Coffee Creek Elementary $6,879 $859 $0 $3,439   
42691610000000 Cold Spring Elementary $28,712 $168 $15,944 $0   
37683380122788 Coleman Tech Charter High $15,652 $104 $15,159 $252   
31667950000000 Colfax Elementary $110,160 $305 $58,472 $651   
42691790000000 College Elementary $141,317 $588 $90,559 $1,320   
36676860000000 Colton Joint Unified $11,055,998 $440 $5,690,591 $605   
45699480000000 Columbia Elementary $218,942 $226 $125,596 $582   
55723480000000 Columbia Union $242,671 $415 $159,981 $1,045   
54718520000000 Columbine Elementary $72,345 $374 $45,471 $753   
06100660000000 Colusa County Office of Education $685 $0 $0 $0   
06615980000000 Colusa Unified $693,832 $500 $305,862 $814   
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19647330109876 Community Charter Early College High $127,355 $284 $123,850 $347   
19647336116750 Community Charter Middle $116,327 $334 $106,247 $402   
34765050108837 Community Collaborative Charter $294,126 $257 $257,413 $303   
34765050101766 Community Outreach Academy $465,494 $312 $350,332 $378   
30664640123729 Community Roots Academy $0 $0 $0 $0   
01100170123968 Community School for Creative Education $0 $0 $0 $0   
19734370000000 Compton Unified $27,484,407 $1,114 $15,005,200 $1,285   
56737590000000 Conejo Valley Unified $3,396,717 $165 $1,426,608 $731   
50755725030317 Connecting Waters Charter $13,634 $0 $0 $0   
01612590114454 Conservatory of Vocal/Instrumental Arts $57,901 $241 $56,700 $673   
07100740000000 Contra Costa County Office of Education $1,002,402 $1,156 $931,020 $2,880   
16638910000000 Corcoran Joint Unified $2,364,026 $725 $1,233,780 $791   
04100410114991 CORE Butte Charter $0 $0 $0 $0   
31667950119214 CORE Placer Charter $0 $0 $0 $0   
43694500121483 Cornerstone Academy Preparatory $64,379 $308 $62,545 $361   
52714980000000 Corning Union Elementary $1,314,171 $688 $653,555 $816   
52715060000000 Corning Union High $417,769 $409 $230,808 $602   
37680310000000 Coronado Unified $309,444 $100 $172,679 $1,910   
33670330000000 Corona-Norco Unified $14,689,238 $280 $7,769,515 $630   
49738820000000 Cotati-Rohnert Park Unified $1,477,315 $251 $527,558 $551   
45699550000000 Cottonwood Union Elementary $329,070 $343 $163,059 $571   
19644360000000 Covina-Valley Unified $3,615,914 $274 $1,883,028 $426   
01100176001788 Cox Academy $227,025 $401 $197,074 $401   
53716880000000 Cox Bar Elementary $8,278 $827 $0 $1,379   
38684786112601 Creative Arts Charter $0 $0 $0 $0   
19647330101659 Crenshaw Arts-Technology Charter High $0 $0 $0 $0   
54721400123273 Crescent Valley Public Charter $1,595 $0 $0 $0   
10625470120535 Crescent View South Charter $2,220 $0 $0 $0   
10101080109991 Crescent View West Charter $1,501 $0 $0 $0   
19647330121848 Crown Preparatory Academy $68,402 $251 $66,432 $259   
36676940000000 Cucamonga Elementary $1,288,125 $489 $699,542 $661   
12627370000000 Cuddeback Union Elementary $26,717 $205 $13,196 $485   
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19644440000000 Culver City Unified $1,126,580 $168 $435,764 $445   
43694190000000 Cupertino Union $2,285,006 $120 $697,866 $2,251   
55723550000000 Curtis Creek Elementary $172,005 $369 $88,070 $682   
54718600000000 Cutler-Orosi Joint Unified $4,102,035 $993 $2,135,458 $1,078   
12627450000000 Cutten Elementary $168,587 $299 $112,394 $679   
30664800000000 Cypress Elementary $903,720 $233 $255,205 $695   
19651690119636 Da Vinci Design $0 $0 $0 $0   
19651690119016 Da Vinci Science $0 $0 $0 $0   
37683386039457 Darnall Charter $260,751 $443 $211,496 $443   
57726780000000 Davis Joint Unified $1,640,938 $193 $726,537 $865   
14632710000000 Death Valley Unified $35,844 $1,194 $21,540 $2,108   
37680490000000 Dehesa Elementary $36,387 $168 $17,270 $1,347   
37680560000000 Del Mar Union Elementary $271,423 $61 $0 $1,195   
08100820000000 Del Norte County Office of Education $196,003 $476 $187,482 $784   
08618200000000 Del Norte County Unified $2,244,879 $584 $1,261,538 $946   
15634120000000 Delano Joint Union High $3,000,693 $700 $1,706,203 $694   
15634040000000 Delano Union Elementary $6,283,634 $815 $3,298,193 $901   
24753660000000 Delhi Unified $1,607,715 $590 $656,492 $652   
47702270000000 Delphic Elementary $6,530 $181 $0 $261   
39686276119309 Delta Charter $0 $0 $0 $0   
34674130114660 Delta Elementary Charter $52,051 $177 $51,767 $733   
50710680000000 Denair Unified $551,018 $354 $308,835 $827   
33670410000000 Desert Center Unified $17,012 $1,134 $0 $5,670   
19642461996537 Desert Sands Charter $33,053 $0 $0 $0   
33670580000000 Desert Sands Unified $12,880,376 $452 $6,690,122 $648   
15634200000000 Di Giorgio Elementary $154,844 $759 $82,022 $819   
37680490119990 Diego Hills Charter $14,320 $0 $0 $0   
37681630124271 Diego Valley Charter $357 $0 $0 $0   
54755310000000 Dinuba Unified $4,208,107 $694 $2,192,051 $904   
37680236111322 Discovery Charter $95,677 $113 $48,837 $376   
39754996118665 Discovery Charter $567 $0 $0 $0   
19647330115253 Discovery Charter Preparatory No. 2 $173,207 $500 $157,142 $517   
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21653180000000 Dixie Elementary $234,680 $124 $86,967 $1,076   
48766610122267 Dixon Montessori Charter $0 $0 $0 $0   
48705320000000 Dixon Unified $969,894 $266 $356,504 $487   
24753170000000 Dos Palos Oro Loma Joint Unified $1,837,223 $777 $1,043,888 $919   
53716960000000 Douglas City Elementary $39,551 $239 $23,026 $416   
19644510000000 Downey Unified $7,973,349 $349 $4,340,971 $496   
43104390123257 Downtown College Prep - Alum Rock $79,304 $298 $77,076 $350   
43696664330585 Downtown College Preparatory $136,728 $341 $122,460 $422   
19647336119903 Downtown Value $196,873 $441 $176,277 $1,726   
39686760117853 Dr. Lewis Dolphin Stallworth Sr. Charter $51,796 $295 $51,397 $327   
31668030000000 Dry Creek Joint Elementary $1,589,059 $227 $642,672 $653   
19644690000000 Duarte Unified $1,675,173 $423 $829,655 $612   
01750930000000 Dublin Unified $828,736 $110 $312,712 $1,233   
54718940000000 Ducor Union Elementary $177,437 $964 $76,965 $996   
49706720000000 Dunham Elementary $17,883 $96 $6,935 $397   
47702430000000 Dunsmuir Elementary $147,735 $1,018 $89,871 $1,393   
47702500000000 Dunsmuir Joint Union High $58,792 $699 $44,690 $996   
04614320000000 Durham Unified $249,302 $251 $111,384 $621   
54719020000000 Earlimart Elementary $2,713,152 $1,355 $1,439,266 $1,514   
19647330124933 

 
Early College Academy for Leaders and 
Scholars (ECALS) $78,668 $252 $76,045 $299   

51713730000000 East Nicolaus Joint Union High $32,424 $97 $15,536 $274   
01612590100123 East Oakland Leadership Academy $0 $0 $0 $0   
41690620126722 East Palo Alto Academy $82,520 $345 $80,423 $373   
43694270000000 East Side Union High $7,479,344 $318 $3,568,945 $795   
19644850000000 East Whittier City Elementary $2,266,508 $251 $996,609 $520   
19644770000000 Eastside Union Elementary $1,646,918 $488 $771,214 $601   
38684786040935 Edison Charter Academy $197,614 $341 $169,327 $402   
15634380000000 Edison Elementary $591,922 $510 $234,313 $562   
10101086085112 Edison-Bethune Charter Academy $262,842 $510 $240,775 $533   
52716390118026 Educational Outreach Academy $0 $0 $0 $0   
30666700101626 Edward B. Cole Academy $157,565 $438 $134,391 $445   
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23656072330272 Eel River Charter $28,552 $664 $28,154 $634   
37683386120935 Einstein Academy $29,599 $59 $28,060 $224   
37679910108563 EJE Elementary Academy Charter $139,488 $314 $112,440 $398   
19647331932623 El Camino Real Charter High $204,234 $55 $182,665 $333   
13631230000000 El Centro Elementary $4,239,428 $848 $2,066,048 $1,052   
09100900000000 El Dorado County Office of Education $1,221,972 $1,205 $1,123,349 $2,519   
09618530000000 El Dorado Union High $697,246 $101 $392,278 $537   
19645010000000 El Monte City $7,387,523 $788 $3,488,741 $895   
19645190000000 El Monte Union High $5,399,761 $531 $2,875,443 $636   
24656800000000 El Nido Elementary $127,089 $651 $50,998 $761   
19645270000000 El Rancho Unified $4,796,428 $486 $2,501,250 $695   
19645350000000 El Segundo Unified $291,955 $90 $115,565 $733   
30666706119127 

 
El Sol Santa Ana Science and Arts 
Academy $248,219 $328 $197,579 $433   

15751680000000 El Tejon Unified $414,761 $451 $245,529 $849   
34673140000000 Elk Grove Unified $22,250,837 $362 $12,341,480 $652   
15634460000000 Elk Hills Elementary $18,555 $94 $0 $742   
52715140000000 Elkins Elementary $7,897 $607 $0 $658   
34673220000000 Elverta Joint Elementary $98,852 $315 $42,970 $470   
01611680000000 Emery Unified $234,700 $319 $106,409 $451   
50710760000000 Empire Union Elementary $1,398,628 $469 $594,497 $605   
37680800000000 Encinitas Union Elementary $1,043,943 $190 $428,352 $1,478   
36750440116707 

 
Encore High for the Performing and Visual 
Arts $339,633 $356 $335,122 $690   

19647330120014 Endeavor College Preparatory Charter $120,295 $373 $117,938 $411   
19646911996438 Environmental Charter High $163,580 $334 $158,384 $398   
19101990121772 Environmental Charter Middle $127,288 $353 $124,462 $457   
01100170112607 Envision Academy for Arts & Technology $81,985 $246 $79,563 $331   
19647330126169 Equitas Academy #2 $0 $0 $0 $0   
19647330119982 Equitas Academy Charter $217,463 $478 $173,754 $502   
39685020000000 Escalon Unified $899,951 $314 $393,836 $659   
37680980000000 Escondido Union $10,988,428 $627 $4,270,724 $869   
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37681060000000 Escondido Union High $2,911,010 $378 $1,521,408 $585   
43694274330726 

 
Escuela Popular Accelerated Family 
Learning $147,340 $443 $115,499 $564   

43694270107151 
 

Escuela Popular/Center for Training and 
Careers, Family Learning $0 $0 $0 $0   

57726860000000 Esparto Unified $417,475 $400 $178,150 $628   
36677020000000 Etiwanda Elementary $1,698,098 $129 $783,880 $407   
12755150000000 Eureka City Schools $2,250,354 $610 $1,293,252 $1,048   
31668290000000 Eureka Union $363,653 $106 $190,154 $1,012   
37683380121145 Evangeline Roberts Institute of Learning $29,365 $238 $28,439 $309   
41765880119503 Everest Public High $47,925 $125 $46,036 $285   
43694350000000 Evergreen Elementary $3,831,102 $289 $1,193,169 $913   
52715220000000 Evergreen Union $325,454 $321 $193,131 $533   
39103970114447 

 
Excel Academy: Collegiate Sports Health 
Science Preparatory High $0 $0 $0 $0   

19647330112201 Excel Charter Academy $123,427 $360 $120,366 $406   
36678760121343 Excel Prep Charter $6,908 $62 $6,574 $276   
33671570125666 Excel Prep Charter - IE $0 $0 $0 $0   
36679343630761 Excelsior Charter $187,483 $131 $179,630 $273   
37683386117683 Explorer Elementary $17,290 $50 $15,305 $210   
19647330124198 Extera Public $125,228 $378 $122,156 $402   
19647330128132 Extera Public School No. 2 $0 $0 $0 $0   
20652430107938 Ezequiel Tafoya Alvarado Academy $159,115 $413 $135,706 $435   
15634610000000 Fairfax Elementary $1,523,213 $665 $590,052 $726   
48705400000000 Fairfield-Suisun Unified $6,718,714 $318 $3,315,125 $567   
45699890000000 Fall River Joint Unified $414,234 $354 $249,106 $542   
37681140000000 Fallbrook Union Elementary $2,537,942 $456 $1,145,211 $773   
37681220000000 Fallbrook Union High $1,018,489 $369 $563,699 $642   
01100170109835 FAME Public Charter $263,791 $161 $212,997 $420   
42691120111773 Family Partnership Home Study Charter $0 $0 $0 $0   
54753250000000 Farmersville Unified $2,361,714 $892 $1,234,594 $991   
37680236037956 Feaster (Mae L.) Charter $386,956 $360 $305,273 $445   
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04614400000000 Feather Falls Union Elementary $28,016 $1,751 $19,872 $2,155   
19647336017016 Fenton Avenue Charter $656,196 $976 $537,682 $1,004   
19647330115048 Fenton Primary Center $293,863 $391 $234,273 $416   
12753740000000 Ferndale Unified $103,731 $217 $57,372 $521   
12627940000000 Fieldbrook Elementary $31,242 $242 $16,430 $801   
56724540000000 Fillmore Unified $1,659,687 $425 $683,960 $560   
10738090000000 Firebaugh-Las Deltas Unified $1,702,315 $758 $906,129 $818   
52715300000000 Flournoy Union Elementary $13,528 $276 $3,250 $712   
34673300000000 Folsom-Cordova Unified $5,003,580 $263 $2,419,977 $751   
36677100000000 Fontana Unified $22,493,392 $557 $11,032,693 $673   
31668370000000 Foresthill Union Elementary $141,711 $343 $91,402 $858   
49706800000000 Forestville Union Elementary $139,817 $394 $89,691 $794   
47702920000000 Forks of Salmon Elementary $8,857 $885 $0 $805   
23655650000000 Fort Bragg Unified $792,811 $435 $393,651 $651   
49706980000000 Fort Ross Elementary $9,353 $322 $2,290 $668   
18750360000000 Fort Sage Unified $95,293 $287 $67,261 $588   
12768020000000 Fortuna Elementary $665,267 $562 $377,746 $822   
12628100000000 Fortuna Union High $308,459 $270 $200,732 $729   
34103480124651 Fortune $0 $0 $0 $0   
30664980000000 Fountain Valley Elementary $874,714 $137 $334,263 $561   
10621580000000 Fowler Unified $1,198,470 $503 $598,150 $642   
51713810000000 Franklin Elementary $89,352 $185 $44,215 $812   
43694500000000 Franklin-McKinley Elementary $6,609,203 $665 $2,588,670 $1,025   
19647330117952 Frederick Douglass Academy Elementary $71,672 $243 $69,490 $272   
19647330112557 Frederick Douglass Academy High $77,904 $213 $75,972 $306   
19647330112433 Frederick Douglass Academy Middle $73,493 $246 $71,523 $266   
01611760000000 Fremont Unified $7,812,313 $238 $3,049,580 $1,087   
45699970000000 French Gulch-Whiskeytown Elementary $14,101 $613 $0 $705   
12628280000000 Freshwater Elementary $114,916 $344 $92,322 $1,473   
10621660115196 

 
Fresno Academy for Civic and 
Entrepreneurial Leadership $47,191 $298 $46,223 $476   

10101080000000 Fresno County Office of Education $1,586,560 $2,631 $1,468,658 $1,995   
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10621660000000 Fresno Unified $73,914,048 $1,033 $44,376,581 $1,232   
15634790000000 Fruitvale Elementary $574,749 $174 $338,646 $554   
12626790109975 Fuente Nueva Charter $14,421 $141 $13,909 $497   
30665060000000 Fullerton Elementary $4,710,273 $340 $1,728,831 $769   
30665140000000 Fullerton Joint Union High $3,344,203 $226 $1,421,826 $614   
34765050101832 Futures High $126,437 $403 $113,404 $439   
19647330108886 Gabriella Charter $160,283 $370 $139,675 $419   
34673480000000 Galt Joint Union Elementary $1,444,538 $381 $689,969 $585   
34673550000000 Galt Joint Union High $577,004 $252 $315,488 $460   
30665220000000 Garden Grove Unified $28,707,852 $599 $12,514,007 $843   
12628360000000 Garfield Elementary $9,306 $150 $1,400 $1,034   
19647330112334 

 
Garr Academy of Math and Entrepreneurial 
Studies $102,968 $294 $100,128 $2,145   

19645500000000 Garvey Elementary $5,058,560 $964 $2,475,578 $1,140   
38684783830437 Gateway High $57,009 $122 $54,877 $261   
34674470128124 Gateway International $0 $0 $0 $0   
38684780123265 Gateway Middle $31,558 $151 $30,589 $384   
45752670000000 Gateway Unified $2,126,093 $800 $1,189,343 $1,039   
47703180000000 Gazelle Union Elementary $28,125 $685 $17,341 $803   
15634870000000 General Shafter Elementary $120,676 $804 $79,933 $1,946   
52715480000000 Gerber Union Elementary $317,560 $772 $187,600 $992   
49707060000000 Geyserville Unified $110,099 $410 $25,828 $719   
43694840123760 Gilroy Prep $51,647 $213 $50,001 $326   
43694840000000 Gilroy Unified $3,705,855 $327 $1,393,971 $631   
19645680000000 Glendale Unified $13,041,613 $498 $6,499,012 $977   
19645760000000 Glendora Unified $894,894 $118 $432,045 $523   
11101160000000 Glenn County Office of Education $133,432 $587 $109,072 $849   
19647330114967 Global Education Academy $107,939 $449 $90,921 $459   
19647330117978 Goethe International Charter $0 $0 $0 $0   
09618790000000 Gold Oak Union Elementary $110,512 $244 $65,707 $673   
09618870000000 Gold Trail Union Elementary $58,619 $108 $29,274 $427   
47104700117168 Golden Eagle Charter $70,921 $219 $69,520 $328   
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04614570000000 Golden Feather Union Elementary $130,950 $1,119 $81,831 $1,488   
01611920119248 Golden Oak Montessori of Hayward $0 $0 $0 $0   
10752340000000 Golden Plains Unified $2,296,162 $1,231 $1,158,535 $1,256   
56724705630363 Golden Valley Charter $0 $0 $0 $0   
34674470114983 

 
Golden Valley Charter School of 
Sacramento $59,369 $140 $59,369 $359   

20755800000000 Golden Valley Unified $360,691 $183 $151,562 $455   
42691950000000 Goleta Union Elementary $1,164,801 $313 $331,489 $761   
37683380119610 Gompers Preparatory Academy $341,895 $355 $296,524 $413   
27754730000000 Gonzales Unified $1,443,825 $591 $734,345 $721   
19647331933746 Granada Hills Charter High $592,371 $141 $538,635 $295   
45700030000000 Grant Elementary $80,755 $135 $55,197 $928   
29663320000000 Grass Valley Elementary $780,353 $464 $518,918 $880   
50710840000000 Gratton Elementary $29,742 $228 $18,713 $14,871   
49707140000000 Gravenstein Union Elementary $63,696 $90 $31,937 $786   
27660270000000 Graves Elementary $9,187 $213 $0 $0   
39686270124768 Great Valley Academy - Manteca $0 $0 $0 $0   
12628510000000 Green Point Elementary $7,381 $922 $0 $2,460   
24657550125575 Green Valley Charter $0 $0 $0 $0   
15635030000000 Greenfield Union $4,883,300 $533 $2,264,452 $639   
27660350000000 Greenfield Union Elementary $2,174,167 $694 $831,419 $781   
47703260000000 Grenada Elementary $65,073 $394 $43,275 $591   
04755070000000 Gridley Unified $1,020,150 $504 $516,327 $720   
15101570124040 Grimmway Academy $144,817 $362 $141,222 $401   
37681300000000 Grossmont Union High $6,342,380 $332 $3,344,144 $761   
36678433630928 Grove $0 $0 $0 $0   
42692030000000 Guadalupe Union Elementary $746,227 $631 $275,372 $701   
24736190000000 Gustine Unified $1,218,240 $689 $576,962 $856   
19734450000000 Hacienda la Puente Unified $9,016,093 $430 $4,958,573 $599   
11765620000000 Hamilton Unified $447,341 $591 $244,328 $819   
16639170000000 Hanford Elementary $4,126,135 $731 $2,074,667 $877   
16639250000000 Hanford Joint Union High $1,467,617 $397 $840,369 $737   
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47703340000000 Happy Camp Union Elementary $90,449 $822 $54,105 $895   
44697570000000 Happy Valley Elementary $19,077 $145 $0 $1,734   
45700110000000 Happy Valley Union Elementary $233,584 $460 $117,886 $661   
36678760122317 Hardy Brown College Prep $0 $0 $0 $0   
49707300000000 Harmony Union Elementary $94,325 $442 $57,853 $799   
37683386040018 Harriet Tubman Village Charter $129,302 $431 $114,749 $410   
50710920000000 Hart-Ransom Union Elementary $216,095 $206 $103,540 $375   
19645920000000 Hawthorne $5,776,434 $650 $2,993,651 $733   
01611920000000 Hayward Unified $13,075,590 $638 $5,160,099 $910   
49753900000000 Healdsburg Unified $743,488 $416 $213,716 $728   
37683380114462 Health Sciences High $114,905 $207 $111,433 $289   
13631310000000 Heber Elementary $705,793 $587 $230,666 $603   
36677360000000 Helendale Elementary $83,669 $113 $38,836 $249   
37681303732732 Helix High $511,908 $199 $453,250 $418   
33670820000000 Hemet Unified $9,830,394 $453 $5,867,339 $590   
34765050108415 Heritage Peak Charter $213,539 $192 $212,486 $358   
19646000000000 Hermosa Beach City Elementary $165,703 $117 $88,383 $4,602   
36750440000000 Hesperia Unified $9,295,315 $436 $5,060,395 $600   
50711000000000 Hickman Community Charter $70,726 $65 $54,346 $184   
37683383731247 High Tech High $58,274 $102 $51,018 $280   
37683380106732 High Tech High International $50,458 $128 $48,570 $334   
37683380108787 High Tech High Media Arts $52,945 $129 $50,980 $302   
19647330100677 High Tech LA $62,195 $180 $60,232 $401   
37683380101204 High Tech Middle $33,335 $99 $31,913 $228   
37683380107573 High Tech Middle Media Arts $40,837 $123 $39,281 $302   
34765050113878 Higher Learning Academy $75,332 $398 $74,054 $425   
41689080000000 Hillsborough City Elementary $45,671 $29 $0 $0   
24656980000000 Hilmar Unified $952,084 $433 $456,622 $724   
35674700000000 Hollister $2,403,551 $427 $879,717 $644   
37683386117279 Holly Drive Leadership Academy $80,143 $500 $76,277 $584   
13631490000000 Holtville Unified $1,051,713 $663 $449,605 $846   
42692110000000 Hope Elementary $255,064 $254 $90,847 $927   
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54719440000000 Hope Elementary $66,703 $466 $28,944 $1,010   
49707630000000 Horicon Elementary $30,894 $498 $19,513 $15,447   
47703590000000 Hornbrook Elementary $33,730 $963 $21,442 $1,088   
54719510000000 Hot Springs Elementary $20,870 $1,605 $10,112 $10,435   
37680230124321 Howard Gardner Community Charter $0 $0 $0 $0   
28662580000000 Howell Mountain Elementary $60,610 $582 $31,456 $993   
19646260000000 Hughes-Elizabeth Lakes Union Elementary $68,139 $199 $32,074 $572   
50755490000000 Hughson Unified $760,707 $354 $304,732 $639   
12101240000000 Humboldt County Office of Education $214,975 $510 $202,789 $843   
10101080111682 Hume Lake Charter $9,380 $153 $9,086 $253   
39686270126755 

 
Humphreys College Academy of Business, 
Law and Education $0 $0 $0 $0   

30665300000000 Huntington Beach City Elementary $990,661 $140 $449,139 $778   
30665480000000 Huntington Beach Union High $3,192,384 $198 $1,494,222 $692   
12628850000000 Hydesville Elementary $39,073 $250 $27,179 $930   
19646340120303 

 
ICEF Inglewood Elementary Charter 
Academy $51,761 $179 $50,140 $190   

19646340120311 ICEF Inglewood Middle Charter Academy $63,419 $333 $61,658 $425   
19647330117937 ICEF Vista Elementary Academy $113,138 $362 $92,705 $377   
19647330115287 ICEF Vista Middle Academy $58,860 $295 $47,260 $325   
37683380108548 Iftin Charter $175,782 $423 $145,130 $445   
37683380121178 Iftin University Prep High $61,383 $383 $59,910 $417   
45700290000000 Igo, Ono, Platina Union Elementary $54,852 $703 $31,278 $962   
19646670125559 iLEAD Lancaster Charter $0 $0 $0 $0   
13631230121855 Imagine Schools at Imperial Valley $142,287 $187 $136,347 $241   
01611920113902 Impact Academy of Arts & Technology $78,987 $179 $76,353 $290   
13101320000000 Imperial County Office of Education $460,680 $874 $372,434 $1,145   
13631640000000 Imperial Unified $1,274,557 $343 $544,973 $739   
09618950000000 Indian Diggings Elementary $6,130 $340 $0 $1,226   
45700370000000 Indian Springs Elementary $9,591 $685 $1,880 $3,197   
19766790121137 Ingenium Charter $62,711 $163 $60,864 $209   
19647330127985 Ingenium Charter Middle $0 $0 $0 $0   
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19646340000000 Inglewood Unified $11,093,914 $842 $6,329,065 $1,025   
37683380118083 Innovations Academy $51,823 $134 $51,151 $575   
37682210101360 Integrity Charter $67,718 $274 $52,604 $303   
27660926118962 International School of Monterey $10,258 $24 $9,411 $186   
14101400000000 Inyo County Office of Education $0 $0 $0 $0   
30736500000000 Irvine Unified $4,321,823 $153 $1,600,069 $1,137   
16639330000000 Island Union Elementary $167,306 $519 $101,937 $1,507   
19647330106351 Ivy Academia $47,153 $41 $44,692 $182   
19647330115113 

 
Ivy Bound Academy of Math, Science, and 
Technology Charter Middle $0 $0 $0 $0   

12628930000000 Jacoby Creek Elementary $42,377 $96 $24,753 $651   
19647330109884 James Jordan Middle $81,834 $307 $79,617 $335   
55723630000000 Jamestown Elementary $157,620 $427 $105,114 $581   
37681550000000 Jamul-Dulzura Union Elementary $357,915 $574 $173,767 $1,612   
18641050000000 Janesville Union Elementary $108,649 $309 $81,940 $829   
19101990106880 Jardin de la Infancia $18,692 $467 $18,243 $359   
35674880000000 Jefferson Elementary $8,907 $494 $0 $1,781   
39685440000000 Jefferson Elementary $594,581 $237 $238,080 $855   
41689160000000 Jefferson Elementary $2,330,489 $382 $788,078 $634   
41689240000000 Jefferson Union High $759,213 $145 $315,093 $387   
07616970000000 John Swett Unified $710,094 $416 $371,679 $668   
18641130000000 Johnstonville Elementary $72,851 $314 $44,548 $650   
30664646117758 Journey $12,882 $38 $11,472 $234   
37681630000000 Julian Union Elementary $112,481 $339 $54,631 $604   
37681710000000 Julian Union High $15,438 $88 $0 $186   
53717380000000 Junction City Elementary $21,134 $264 $7,246 $377   
45700450000000 Junction Elementary $79,387 $281 $53,339 $1,497   
47703670000000 Junction Elementary $7,201 $248 $0 $360   
33670900000000 Jurupa Unified $11,291,875 $582 $5,697,064 $784   
49708880000000 Kashia Elementary $6,131 $613 $0 $766   
37683380126730 Kavod Elementary Charter $0 $0 $0 $0   
37683386039812 Keiller Leadership Academy $164,665 $337 $161,222 $397   
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17640140000000 Kelseyville Unified $658,842 $377 $305,395 $532   
21653340000000 Kentfield Elementary $73,124 $61 $38,886 $1,624   
49707890000000 Kenwood $11,960 $73 $0 $598   
19646420000000 Keppel Union Elementary $1,229,398 $440 $562,396 $572   
10739990000000 Kerman Unified $2,760,617 $584 $1,466,678 $694   
15101570000000 Kern County Office of Education $2,125,718 $606 $2,013,340 $1,176   
15635290000000 Kern Union High $16,126,923 $436 $10,276,162 $739   
15635450000000 Kernville Union Elementary $486,590 $644 $322,936 $836   
50711340000000 Keyes Union $487,745 $451 $190,482 $601   
49709126116958 Kid Street Learning Center Charter $20,528 $373 $19,832 $394   
37683386119598 King-Chavez Academy of Excellence $157,466 $504 $130,717 $501   
37683380109033 King-Chavez Arts Academy $93,102 $517 $71,028 $526   
37683380109041 King-Chavez Athletics Academy $91,659 $532 $74,368 $529   
37683380118851 King-Chavez Community High $209,298 $367 $181,633 $371   
37683380111906 King-Chavez Preparatory Academy $191,110 $530 $165,576 $530   
37683386040190 King-Chavez Primary Academy $197,703 $549 $163,677 $552   
10622650000000 Kings Canyon Joint Unified $7,972,019 $808 $4,416,540 $1,051   
16101650000000 Kings County Office of Education $230,670 $2,883 $209,704 $10,485   
54719690000000 Kings River Union Elementary $754,633 $1,578 $409,020 $1,831   
16639410000000 Kings River-Hardwick Union Elementary $122,717 $164 $67,955 $463   
10622400000000 Kingsburg Elementary Charter $799,057 $339 $442,090 $607   
10622570000000 Kingsburg Joint Union High $626,354 $536 $435,517 $1,886   
19647330101444 KIPP Academy of Opportunity $114,956 $305 $111,732 $400   
37683380101345 KIPP Adelante Preparatory Academy $165,899 $454 $162,275 $464   
38684780101337 KIPP Bayview Academy $76,892 $306 $74,768 $360   
01612590115014 KIPP Bridge Charter $73,745 $231 $71,787 $329   
19647330121707 KIPP Comienza Community Prep $90,711 $281 $87,945 $320   
19647330121699 KIPP Empower Academy $115,463 $355 $112,728 $418   
43693690106633 KIPP Heartwood Academy $129,476 $325 $126,053 $373   
01613090114421 KIPP King Collegiate High $109,539 $231 $106,273 $320   
19647330100867 KIPP Los Angeles College Preparatory $172,930 $374 $157,221 $397   
19647330125609 KIPP Philosophers Academy $29,245 $361 $28,439 $361   
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19647330117903 KIPP Raices Academy $188,342 $367 $149,333 $431   
38684780101352 KIPP San Francisco Bay Academy $101,038 $290 $98,275 $363   
38684780127530 KIPP San Francisco College Preparatory $0 $0 $0 $0   
43694270116889 KIPP San Jose Collegiate $87,740 $214 $85,129 $289   
19647330125625 KIPP Scholar Academy $29,285 $287 $28,429 $348   
01613090101212 KIPP Summit Academy $148,656 $374 $93,412 $580   
52715550000000 Kirkwood Elementary $21,072 $217 $11,491 $554   
16639580000000 Kit Carson Union Elementary $198,574 $461 $93,081 $644   
08100820109777 

 
Klamath River Early College of the 
Redwoods $31,063 $295 $30,318 $408   

47703750000000 Klamath River Union Elementary $9,649 $689 $1,808 $804   
12629010000000 Klamath-Trinity Joint Unified $800,211 $747 $474,879 $820   
12629190000000 Kneeland Elementary $10,072 $296 $1,442 $10,072   
50711420000000 Knights Ferry Elementary $13,001 $138 $0 $448   
07617050000000 Knightsen Elementary $90,736 $191 $26,522 $460   
17640220000000 Konocti Unified $2,430,164 $791 $1,420,764 $954   
19646590000000 La Canada Unified $232,131 $64 $0 $4,002   
30665630000000 La Habra City Elementary $2,917,509 $555 $1,329,390 $703   
41689400000000 La Honda-Pescadero Unified $126,509 $369 $17,384 $562   
37681970000000 La Mesa-Spring Valley $4,501,875 $367 $2,016,885 $706   
07617130000000 Lafayette Elementary $208,897 $61 $70,760 $2,270   
30665550000000 Laguna Beach Unified $391,739 $129 $204,157 $1,369   
21653420000000 Laguna Joint Elementary $9,304 $620 $0 $4,652   
27660760000000 Lagunita Elementary $10,690 $106 $0 $763   
21653590000000 Lagunitas Elementary $48,476 $167 $32,041 $1,346   
17640550108340 Lake County International Charter $19,832 $341 $19,418 $421   
17101730000000 Lake County Office of Education $91,250 $1,862 $85,089 $1,403   
11625960000000 Lake Elementary $41,132 $261 $27,066 $734   
33751760000000 Lake Elsinore Unified $7,126,501 $325 $3,916,139 $539   
09619030000000 Lake Tahoe Unified $1,721,074 $453 $728,802 $732   
17640300000000 Lakeport Unified $711,635 $462 $499,923 $809   
43694920000000 Lakeside Joint $45,567 $495 $29,604 $7,594   
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15635520000000 Lakeside Union $196,967 $149 $0 $243   
16639660000000 Lakeside Union Elementary $438,477 $1,419 $238,435 $1,506   
37681890000000 Lakeside Union Elementary $947,512 $220 $450,769 $457   
19647330102442 Lakeview Charter Academy $110,839 $321 $107,831 $363   
19647330122606 Lakeview Charter High $112,972 $347 $110,323 $436   
39767600000000 Lammersville Joint Unified $395,342 $163 $199,840 $1,029   
15635600000000 Lamont Elementary $2,692,364 $940 $1,216,426 $985   
19646670000000 Lancaster Elementary $7,745,529 $535 $4,330,793 $659   
19647330108928 Larchmont Charter $76,863 $109 $73,988 $290   
21653670000000 Larkspur-Corte Madera $129,084 $91 $65,996 $1,032   
41689570000000 Las Lomitas Elementary $92,048 $67 $20,839 $2,360   
19646830000000 Las Virgenes Unified $1,552,955 $140 $796,890 $2,457   
18101810000000 Lassen County Office of Education $106,810 $2,966 $88,804 $4,272   
18641390000000 Lassen Union High $306,764 $313 $212,195 $1,184   
52715630000000 Lassen View Union Elementary $174,934 $553 $113,721 $1,047   
43694274330668 Latino College Preparatory Academy $203,229 $513 $174,944 $577   
10622810000000 Laton Joint Unified $567,561 $765 $235,414 $1,000   
09619110000000 Latrobe $25,523 $6,380 $16,036 $3,646   
12626870124263 Laurel Tree Charter $0 $0 $0 $0   
36750440118059 LaVerne Elementary Preparatory Academy $0 $0 $0 $0   
19646910000000 Lawndale Elementary $3,395,666 $585 $1,524,051 $699   
23739160000000 Laytonville Unified $224,617 $551 $151,346 $909   
01100176002000 Lazear Charter Academy $113,931 $379 $111,088 $408   
24657220000000 Le Grand Union Elementary $271,764 $645 $123,246 $761   
24657300000000 Le Grand Union High $364,901 $679 $196,943 $752   
38684783830411 Leadership High $63,847 $264 $56,994 $354   
01611920108670 Leadership Public Schools - Hayward $98,041 $215 $94,991 $364   
43104390102905 Leadership Public Schools - San Jose $101,256 $277 $98,462 $377   
07617960101477 Leadership Public Schools: Richmond $187,669 $396 $134,156 $436   
37683380106799 Learning Choice Academy $114,688 $150 $110,676 $324   
01612590115592 Learning Without Limits $129,804 $341 $126,324 $378   
19648810118075 Learning Works $90,090 $237 $90,090 $237   
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23752180000000 Leggett Valley Unified $73,497 $967 $55,201 $1,361   
37682050000000 Lemon Grove $1,976,273 $518 $872,543 $690   
16639740000000 Lemoore Union Elementary $1,436,933 $451 $619,163 $709   
16639820000000 Lemoore Union High $533,462 $261 $311,696 $545   
19647090000000 Lennox $5,054,054 $862 $2,484,019 $971   
37680230119594 

 
Leonardo da Vinci Health Sciences 
Charter $32,309 $132 $31,072 $326   

53717460000000 Lewiston Elementary $84,867 $1,571 $66,246 $2,069   
49707970000000 Liberty Elementary $133,939 $673 $9,252 $4,058   
54719850000000 Liberty Elementary $104,216 $370 $59,215 $566   
07617210000000 Liberty Union High $452,140 $59 $0 $249   
19646670123174 Life Source International Charter $0 $0 $0 $0   
19764970115725 Lifeline Education Charter $121,570 $331 $118,631 $360   
01612590130633 Lighthouse Community Charter $191,977 $391 $159,105 $579   
01612590108944 Lighthouse Community Charter High $82,038 $379 $65,553 $476   
21653750000000 Lincoln Elementary $6,030 $603 $0 $0   
39685690000000 Lincoln Unified $3,330,259 $370 $1,712,317 $659   
39685770000000 Linden Unified $1,046,921 $451 $502,118 $755   
54719930000000 Lindsay Unified $3,715,013 $899 $1,943,797 $1,131   
15635860000000 Linns Valley-Poso Flat Union $56,552 $1,950 $48,593 $2,976   
37103716119119 Literacy First Charter $154,455 $100 $147,685 $270   
19647170000000 Little Lake City Elementary $1,251,470 $260 $537,150 $383   
47703830000000 Little Shasta Elementary $7,678 $255 $0 $1,096   
44697650000000 Live Oak Elementary $809,048 $381 $312,697 $652   
51713990000000 Live Oak Unified $1,145,224 $658 $688,463 $819   
01612000000000 Livermore Valley Joint Unified $2,779,293 $220 $1,182,418 $848   
24657480000000 Livingston Union $1,766,293 $685 $738,709 $759   
39685850000000 Lodi Unified $15,057,669 $532 $7,552,576 $767   
12629270000000 Loleta Union Elementary $66,251 $591 $38,290 $607   
43695000000000 Loma Prieta Joint Union Elementary $56,603 $124 $34,655 $5,145   
42692290000000 Lompoc Unified $4,343,960 $463 $2,077,737 $720   
14632890000000 Lone Pine Unified $162,762 $412 $85,701 $648   
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19647250000000 Long Beach Unified $52,512,530 $651 $32,493,097 $992   
18641626010763 Long Valley Charter $104,316 $273 $101,621 $410   
31668450000000 Loomis Union Elementary $319,233 $124 $198,963 $742   
30739240000000 Los Alamitos Unified $649,378 $67 $310,245 $509   
43695180000000 Los Altos Elementary $396,563 $88 $99,610 $1,786   
19647330110304 

 
Los Angeles Academy of Arts & Enterprise 
Charter $155,122 $385 $134,623 $427   

19647330122762 Los Angeles Big Picture High $91,208 $718 $90,048 $766   
19101990000000 Los Angeles County Office of Education $15,194,159 $2,203 $14,264,547 $3,121   
19101990109942 Los Angeles International Charter High $65,460 $277 $64,131 $344   
19647331996610 Los Angeles Leadership Academy $211,960 $394 $192,965 $415   
19647330124818 Los Angeles Leadership Primary Academy $53,370 $658 $52,010 $383   
19647330000000 Los Angeles Unified $499,717,079 $866 $311,640,020 $1,183   
24657550000000 Los Banos Unified $4,263,311 $438 $1,944,409 $555   
19647330112235 Los Feliz Charter School for the Arts $38,193 $78 $36,351 $261   
43695260000000 Los Gatos Union Elementary $189,328 $59 $81,538 $2,227   
43695340000000 Los Gatos-Saratoga Joint Union High $152,250 $48 $73,354 $2,671   
52715710000000 Los Molinos Unified $257,304 $453 $153,068 $578   
19647580000000 Los Nietos $1,073,789 $565 $416,250 $561   
42692450000000 Los Olivos Elementary $32,647 $128 $14,662 $2,511   
15635940000000 Lost Hills Union Elementary $556,569 $964 $192,120 $1,013   
19647330117945 

 
Lou Dantzler Preparatory Charter 
Elementary $74,745 $246 $72,636 $252   

19647330112227 Lou Dantzler Preparatory Charter Middle $71,507 $273 $69,560 $305   
19647660000000 Lowell Joint $598,755 $190 $260,931 $580   
01612590126748 LPS Oakland R & D Campus $72,694 $415 $70,945 $413   
17640480000000 Lucerne Elementary $338,404 $1,359 $140,373 $1,458   
36750510000000 Lucerne Valley Unified $542,131 $688 $296,932 $885   
40687590000000 Lucia Mar Unified $2,818,387 $267 $1,226,300 $539   
43695420000000 Luther Burbank $322,101 $572 $69,373 $627   
19647740000000 Lynwood Unified $10,636,596 $732 $4,891,540 $768   
37684113731304 MAAC Community Charter $0 $0 $0 $0   
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20102070000000 Madera County Office of Education $361,882 $376 $342,590 $495   
20652430000000 Madera Unified $12,769,276 $658 $6,844,291 $780   
30665890000000 Magnolia Elementary $3,879,555 $610 $1,555,896 $708   
19647336119945 Magnolia Science Academy $242,684 $502 $169,749 $559   
19647330115212 Magnolia Science Academy 2 $100,655 $260 $98,676 $359   
19647330115030 Magnolia Science Academy 3 $94,822 $256 $91,978 $346   
19647330117622 Magnolia Science Academy 4 $67,085 $364 $65,887 $441   
19647330117630 Magnolia Science Academy 5 $90,888 $377 $88,810 $447   
19647330117648 Magnolia Science Academy 6 $24,312 $180 $23,694 $347   
19647330117655 Magnolia Science Academy 7 $71,289 $304 $69,573 $412   
19647330122747 Magnolia Science Academy Bell $182,523 $372 $177,879 $392   
37683380109157 Magnolia Science Academy San Diego $26,747 $80 $25,509 $347   
43104390120261 Magnolia Science Academy Santa Clara $27,147 $53 $25,509 $232   
13631720000000 Magnolia Union Elementary $11,427 $89 $0 $476   
07100740114470 Making Waves Academy $169,271 $288 $153,254 $367   
26736920000000 Mammoth Unified $356,767 $309 $141,632 $575   
23655730000000 Manchester Union Elementary $61,268 $1,276 $43,092 $1,856   
19753330000000 Manhattan Beach Unified $326,074 $48 $135,863 $1,964   
39685930000000 Manteca Unified $8,249,085 $353 $3,974,843 $596   
04614990000000 Manzanita Elementary $86,449 $290 $52,773 $702   
07617966118368 Manzanita Middle $0 $0 $0 $0   
42692290116921 Manzanita Public Charter $101,298 $228 $98,221 $341   
12629350000000 Maple Creek Elementary $5,880 $367 $0 $588   
15636100000000 Maple Elementary $58,860 $213 $28,717 $417   
51714070000000 Marcum-Illinois Union Elementary $45,897 $286 $24,313 $493   
48705816116255 Mare Island Technology Academy $86,943 $212 $84,395 $308   
31750850117879 Maria Montessori Charter Academy $20,373 $78 $19,680 $299   
15636280000000 Maricopa Unified $175,304 $529 $111,542 $679   
21102150000000 Marin County Office of Education $360,511 $926 $290,787 $2,670   
22102230000000 Mariposa County Office of Education $45,882 $695 $39,795 $791   
22655320000000 Mariposa County Unified $720,250 $412 $434,011 $771   
05615720000000 Mark Twain Union Elementary $247,599 $298 $173,723 $520   
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49708050105890 Mark West Charter $15,384 $85 $14,668 $274   
49708050000000 Mark West Union Elementary $297,433 $233 $152,509 $628   
07617390000000 Martinez Unified $626,525 $153 $264,105 $573   
49708626051932 

 
Mary Collins Charter School at Cherry 
Valley $14,055 $31 $13,174 $260   

58727360000000 Marysville Joint Unified $6,774,457 $704 $3,365,831 $1,003   
19647330126136 Math and Science College Preparatory $0 $0 $0 $0   
12753820000000 Mattole Unified $94,111 $118 $2,702 $804   
06616060000000 Maxwell Unified $227,231 $570 $82,182 $1,130   
13631800000000 McCabe Union Elementary $181,415 $143 $81,255 $502   
47704090000000 McCloud Union Elementary $81,824 $974 $51,290 $1,778   
15739080000000 McFarland Unified $2,627,029 $815 $1,330,137 $874   
37683386113211 McGill School of Success $72,338 $466 $70,811 $475   
12629500000000 McKinleyville Union Elementary $415,241 $366 $241,572 $714   
15636510000000 McKittrick Elementary $5,422 $0 $0 $0   
24657630000000 McSwain Union Elementary $241,341 $281 $129,372 $807   
13631980000000 Meadows Union Elementary $324,006 $672 $121,986 $878   
23102310000000 Mendocino County Office of Education $395,629 $2,115 $383,827 $3,242   
23655810000000 Mendocino Unified $162,242 $307 $85,945 $927   
10751270000000 Mendota Unified $3,451,357 $1,165 $1,610,523 $1,194   
33671160000000 Menifee Union Elementary $965,689 $114 $0 $260   
41689650000000 Menlo Park City Elementary $214,680 $81 $51,681 $1,819   
24657710000000 Merced City Elementary $8,921,515 $841 $4,947,653 $1,085   
24102490000000 Merced County Office of Education $801,677 $605 $705,284 $971   
24737260000000 Merced River Union Elementary $94,549 $549 $41,428 $661   
24657890000000 Merced Union High $4,995,329 $491 $3,008,062 $653   
33671570120279 

 
Mercury Online Academy of Southern 
California $0 $0 $0 $0   

51714150000000 Meridian Elementary $32,128 $422 $15,494 $606   
56724700000000 Mesa Union Elementary $141,918 $214 $72,119 $563   
38684780109769 Metropolitan Arts & Technology High $47,845 $398 $46,961 $488   
17640550000000 Middletown Unified $561,157 $354 $351,570 $780   



dsib-edmd-sep13item01 
Attachment 1 

Page 31 of 52 
 
 

8/27/2013 3:44 PM 

CDS Code 
 

Local Educational Agency Name 
 

Total 2012–13 
ConApp 

Entitlement 

2012–13 
Total 

Entitlement 
Per Student 

Total 2012–13 
Title I 

Entitlement 

2012–13 
Entitlement 

Per Free and 
Reduced 

Lunch K-12 
Student 

2012–13 
Percent At or 

Above 
Proficiency - 

Language Arts 
(APR) 

2012–13 
Percent At or 

Above 
Proficiency – 
Math (APR) 

15636690000000 Midway Elementary $34,103 $480 $21,890 $852   
19647330102426 Milagro Charter $134,700 $469 $92,665 $528   
21653910000000 Mill Valley Elementary $306,309 $97 $147,413 $2,083   
41689730000000 Millbrae Elementary $598,557 $252 $141,671 $1,284   
39754990102392 Millennium Charter $738 $0 $0 $0   
45700520000000 Millville Elementary $55,800 $217 $31,248 $432   
43733870000000 Milpitas Unified $2,741,240 $273 $830,141 $699   
36750440114389 Mirus Secondary $90,065 $400 $87,993 $331   
38767520123505 Mission Preparatory $29,306 $284 $28,439 $340   
27660840000000 Mission Union Elementary $11,225 $92 $0 $1,870   
19651360114439 Mission View Public $1,735 $0 $0 $0   
48705814830196 MIT Academy $57,588 $167 $55,690 $292   
50711670000000 Modesto City Elementary $13,077,787 $850 $6,732,067 $1,021   
50711750000000 Modesto City High $6,076,892 $417 $3,493,100 $749   
25102560000000 Modoc County Office of Education $87,523 $1,683 $81,552 $1,989   
25735850000000 Modoc Joint Unified $412,248 $487 $255,801 $884   
36678270111807 Mojave River Academy $0 $0 $0 $0   
15636770000000 Mojave Unified $1,762,338 $665 $1,054,361 $864   
26102640000000 Mono County Office of Education $66,331 $0 $0 $0   
10623230000000 Monroe Elementary $230,050 $1,111 $144,465 $1,264   
19647900000000 Monrovia Unified $2,003,361 $338 $1,086,081 $628   
19647330114959 Monsenor Oscar Romero Charter Middle $121,310 $380 $118,222 $411   
54720090000000 Monson-Sultana Joint Union Elementary $371,521 $825 $188,130 $825   
19647336018204 Montague Charter Academy $584,426 $509 $503,150 $527   
47704170000000 Montague Elementary $112,853 $675 $71,112 $998   
49708130000000 Monte Rio Union Elementary $46,402 $478 $31,059 $713   
19648080000000 Montebello Unified $19,465,619 $616 $9,762,559 $731   
42692520000000 Montecito Union Elementary $140,384 $300 $87,803 $10,027   
27102720000000 Monterey County Office of Education $887,772 $754 $848,821 $1,590   
27660920000000 Monterey Peninsula Unified $5,126,527 $478 $2,161,551 $669   
49708210000000 Montgomery Elementary $19,898 $710 $11,819 $19,898   
56739400000000 Moorpark Unified $1,455,966 $212 $506,766 $621   
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07617470000000 Moraga Elementary $88,209 $47 $35,827 $3,675   
43695750000000 Moreland $1,288,890 $306 $405,847 $896   
33671240000000 Moreno Valley Unified $17,098,588 $458 $9,037,611 $603   
36677770000000 Morongo Unified $4,127,437 $481 $2,498,361 $723   
49708706109144 Morrice Schaefer Charter $0 $0 $0 $0   
09619290000000 Mother Lode Union Elementary $347,285 $304 $185,269 $619   
44697730000000 Mountain Elementary $20,395 $167 $6,168 $3,399   
37682130000000 Mountain Empire Unified $818,973 $499 $401,931 $843   
01612180000000 Mountain House Elementary $22,228 $653 $12,862 $1,852   
37682130120253 Mountain Peak Charter $77,714 $137 $75,569 $518   
45737000000000 Mountain Union Elementary $63,174 $842 $38,375 $971   
53750280000000 Mountain Valley Unified $292,284 $859 $190,367 $1,094   
19648160000000 Mountain View Elementary $7,644,287 $1,004 $3,564,723 $1,843   
36677850000000 Mountain View Elementary $522,236 $192 $0 $300   
43695910000000 Mountain View Whisman $1,339,560 $267 $0 $628   
43696090000000 Mountain View-Los Altos Union High $248,834 $66 $0 $347   
07617540000000 Mt. Diablo Unified $10,250,515 $322 $4,478,878 $713   
43696170000000 Mt. Pleasant Elementary $1,296,417 $490 $387,410 $774   
47704250000000 Mt. Shasta Union Elementary $223,654 $402 $155,250 $1,129   
37680236037980 Mueller Charter (Robert L.) $327,230 $323 $269,324 $370   
13632060000000 Mulberry Elementary $10,632 $125 $0 $259   
19647336119044 Multicultural Learning Center $89,614 $229 $73,341 $407   
56725040000000 Mupu Elementary $13,854 $98 $0 $187   
15636850000000 Muroc Joint Unified $358,603 $171 $194,818 $731   
33752000000000 Murrieta Valley Unified $3,096,282 $134 $1,833,969 $403   
37683386115570 Museum $11,968 $49 $10,039 $249   
19647330102483 N.E.W. Academy Canoga Park $230,446 $513 $206,131 $535   
19647330100289 N.E.W. Academy of Science and Arts $111,359 $412 $94,846 $412   
28102800000000 Napa County Office of Education $145,510 $5,596 $137,328 $8,559   
28662660000000 Napa Valley Unified $4,606,968 $259 $1,936,248 $575   
37682210000000 National Elementary $4,904,036 $850 $1,987,921 $2,709   
37681890118323 National University Academy $152,443 $435 $150,528 $645   
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10623310124354 
 

National University Academy - Orange 
Center $0 $0 $0 $0   

16638750121491 National University Academy, Armona $0 $0 $0 $0   
34752830000000 Natomas Unified $3,354,352 $267 $1,591,089 $505   
36678010000000 Needles Unified $713,910 $755 $510,188 $1,220   
29663400000000 Nevada City Elementary $202,672 $227 $107,938 $877   
29102980000000 Nevada County Office of Education $518,625 $343 $505,400 $692   
29663570000000 Nevada Joint Union High $617,057 $187 $371,307 $734   
19647256118269 New City $169,813 $344 $137,842 $516   
18641620120287 New Day Academy $36,074 $127 $34,756 $263   
19647330102541 New Designs Charter $247,422 $338 $219,085 $389   
19647330120071 New Designs Charter School-Watts $126,742 $337 $113,355 $388   
01612420000000 New Haven Unified $3,950,793 $314 $1,384,332 $630   
19647330111211 New Heights Charter $182,259 $470 $118,452 $493   
39686190000000 New Hope Elementary $185,472 $858 $88,278 $879   
39686270117796 New Jerusalem $42,454 $191 $41,169 $420   
39686270000000 New Jerusalem Elementary $98,256 $6,141 $36,371 $16,376   
19647330117614 New Los Angeles Charter $71,698 $238 $69,553 $333   
19647330117911 New Millennium Secondary $115,590 $242 $112,148 $269   
10101080125260 New Spirit Charter Academy $0 $0 $0 $0   
19647330111484 New Village Charter High $59,807 $443 $58,978 $446   
36678760120006 New Vision Middle $105,327 $347 $102,629 $1,269   
19756636120158 New West Charter $0 $0 $0 $0   
01612340000000 Newark Unified $2,177,432 $344 $783,878 $623   
31668520000000 Newcastle Elementary $43,834 $61 $22,444 $429   
19648320000000 Newhall $2,275,836 $333 $898,329 $906   
50736010000000 Newman-Crows Landing Unified $1,569,791 $547 $707,841 $746   
30665970000000 Newport-Mesa Unified $7,154,606 $326 $2,979,281 $718   
21654090000000 Nicasio $6,993 $162 $0 $3,496   
04614240110551 Nord Country $39,842 $286 $38,629 $442   
15636930000000 Norris Elementary $163,861 $42 $0 $212   
35675040000000 North County Joint Union Elementary $194,623 $249 $91,003 $1,785   
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37684520114264 North County Trade Tech High $25,938 $204 $25,149 $285   
45700780000000 North Cow Creek Elementary $33,517 $123 $18,871 $435   
27738250000000 North Monterey County Unified $2,343,867 $547 $824,778 $682   
01612596117972 North Oakland Community Charter $12,543 $56 $12,117 $305   
19647330100776 

 
North Valley Military Institute College 
Preparatory Academy $83,908 $439 $82,293 $570   

45752676117840 North Woods Discovery $0 $0 $0 $0   
12101240115097 

 
Northcoast Preparatory and Performing 
Arts Academy $21,633 $173 $20,940 $360   

12626870000000 Northern Humboldt Union High $352,290 $219 $217,152 $622   
36103630115808 Norton Space and Aeronautics Academy $145,441 $246 $128,568 $388   
19648400000000 Norwalk-La Mirada Unified $7,876,107 $390 $4,311,786 $541   
30666700106567 Nova Academy $118,844 $292 $115,670 $322   
33736760121673 NOVA Academy - Coachella $71,847 $347 $70,022 $390   
21654170000000 Novato Unified $1,857,651 $239 $760,226 $647   
51714230000000 Nuestro Elementary $54,370 $364 $1,000 $4,182   
19647330120055 Nueva Esperanza Charter Academy $120,089 $378 $116,992 $418   
33671570000000 Nuview Union $596,256 $274 $214,730 $374   
43696250000000 Oak Grove Elementary $3,987,940 $345 $1,339,395 $783   
49708390000000 Oak Grove Union Elementary $85,125 $99 $35,463 $455   
34674390125591 Oak Park Preparatory Academy $24,128 $377 $23,524 $402   
56738740000000 Oak Park Unified $198,959 $44 $97,444 $731   
45700860000000 Oak Run Elementary $10,553 $555 $2,283 $811   
54720170000000 Oak Valley Union Elementary $212,196 $457 $82,623 $601   
39686350000000 Oak View Union Elementary $151,424 $369 $83,410 $764   
50755640000000 Oakdale Joint Unified $1,369,544 $258 $700,630 $597   
01612596111660 Oakland Charter Academy $107,574 $446 $88,866 $514   
01612590114868 Oakland Charter High $51,391 $288 $51,226 $333   
01612590130617 

 
Oakland Military Institute, College 
Preparatory Academy $211,712 $297 $185,131 $435   

01612593030772 Oakland School for the Arts $32,183 $52 $30,693 $295   
01612590000000 Oakland Unified $35,929,130 $984 $19,133,741 $1,340   
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01612590100065 Oakland Unity High $89,048 $328 $87,117 $452   
07617620000000 Oakley Union Elementary $955,316 $199 $364,776 $402   
27659616119663 Oasis Charter Public $1,446 $0 $0 $0   
19647330102335 Ocean Charter $0 $0 $0 $0   
44698070110007 Ocean Grove Charter $0 $0 $0 $0   
30666130000000 Ocean View $2,622,394 $278 $974,849 $774   
56725120000000 Ocean View $1,653,754 $648 $581,268 $793   
37735690000000 Oceanside Unified $8,572,483 $432 $4,774,269 $676   
30666703030723 OCSA $36,942 $20 $25,408 $205   
19101996116883 Odyssey Charter $39,324 $92 $31,249 $300   
56725200000000 Ojai Unified $761,669 $271 $371,218 $570   
37683380123778 Old Town Academy K-8 Charter $0 $0 $0 $0   
49708706066344 Olivet Elementary Charter $0 $0 $0 $0   
39103970120717 one.Charter $0 $0 $0 $0   
36678190000000 Ontario-Montclair $16,895,576 $742 $8,094,607 $875   
19101990109918 Opportunities Unlimited Charter High $73,914 $369 $72,651 $605   
10623310000000 Orange Center $460,305 $1,353 $262,761 $1,514   
30103060000000 Orange County Department of Education $6,733,264 $904 $6,038,926 $2,126   
30666700109066 Orange County Educational Arts Academy $170,464 $303 $142,546 $392   
30666210000000 Orange Unified $10,059,298 $345 $4,420,356 $753   
43696330000000 Orchard Elementary $308,400 $349 $82,033 $673   
42692600000000 Orcutt Union Elementary $820,740 $162 $338,728 $359   
12629680000000 Orick Elementary $20,723 $1,219 $2,407 $1,090   
07617700000000 Orinda Union Elementary $65,295 $26 $0 $3,109   
11754810000000 Orland Joint Unified $1,058,799 $489 $506,941 $706   
36678270000000 Oro Grande Elementary $345,538 $164 $63,065 $253   
04615070000000 Oroville City Elementary $1,664,737 $627 $976,988 $817   
04615150000000 Oroville Union High $1,610,091 $588 $979,858 $964   
19647330101675 Oscar De La Hoya Animo Charter High $259,200 $440 $241,243 $443   
19647330109934 Our Community Charter $47,177 $108 $45,470 $298   
54720250000000 Outside Creek Elementary $71,517 $586 $32,304 $822   
14632970000000 Owens Valley Unified $12,978 $264 $0 $360   
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36676780121590 
 

Oxford Preparatory Academy - Chino 
Valley $0 $0 $0 $0   

30664640124743 
 

Oxford Preparatory Academy - South 
Orange County $0 $0 $0 $0   

56725380000000 Oxnard $10,802,414 $670 $3,894,708 $830   
56725460000000 Oxnard Union High $5,528,906 $355 $2,769,088 $561   
45700940000000 Pacheco Union Elementary $230,635 $410 $159,382 $758   
37683380120709 Pacific American Academy $43,009 $323 $42,024 $361   
44697810000000 Pacific Elementary $16,458 $153 $0 $748   
27661340000000 Pacific Grove Unified $268,041 $131 $107,067 $658   
10623560000000 Pacific Union Elementary $383,527 $1,080 $238,525 $1,183   
12629760000000 Pacific Union Elementary $140,461 $259 $82,834 $482   
12629271230150 Pacific View Charter $62,751 $323 $61,152 $550   
41689320000000 Pacifica $474,144 $147 $153,581 $681   
19647336018642 Pacoima Charter Elementary $712,615 $549 $621,039 $530   
44697990000000 Pajaro Valley Unified $11,782,362 $600 $5,031,509 $797   
04615230000000 Palermo Union Elementary $759,731 $553 $453,406 $696   
19647331995836 Palisades Charter High $264,250 $93 $253,989 $266   
33671730000000 Palm Springs Unified $13,993,145 $596 $7,060,554 $716   
19648570000000 Palmdale Elementary $10,859,430 $545 $5,336,209 $647   
43696410000000 Palo Alto Unified $1,075,260 $88 $270,185 $1,085   
33671810000000 Palo Verde Unified $1,832,921 $531 $1,021,190 $804   
54720330000000 Palo Verde Union Elementary $476,475 $850 $227,570 $994   
19648650000000 Palos Verdes Peninsula Unified $1,204,572 $101 $461,324 $3,364   
15633620000000 Panama-Buena Vista Union $4,814,844 $285 $2,781,201 $454   
35675200000000 Panoche Elementary $6,043 $1,007 $0 $6,043   
19647330122630 

 
Para Los Ninos - Evelyn Thurman Gratts 
Primary $142,046 $405 $113,048 $407   

19647336120489 Para Los Ninos Charter $179,140 $473 $148,750 $516   
19647330117846 Para Los Ninos Middle $52,940 $1,291 $52,611 $1,393   
50712090000000 Paradise Elementary $62,201 $325 $38,472 $2,144   
04615310000000 Paradise Unified $1,642,375 $428 $1,068,350 $618   
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58727360121632 Paragon Collegiate Academy $28,237 $213 $27,405 $362   
15101570119669 Paramount Academy $159,292 $276 $144,638 $310   
19648730000000 Paramount Unified $9,278,626 $583 $4,549,214 $617   
10623640000000 Parlier Unified $3,748,409 $1,140 $1,885,544 $1,284   
19648810000000 Pasadena Unified $10,848,632 $602 $5,916,473 $919   
40754570000000 Paso Robles Joint Unified $2,135,447 $315 $1,009,163 $669   
50712170000000 Patterson Joint Unified $2,460,199 $418 $993,129 $584   
42767866045918 Peabody Charter $121,612 $162 $94,756 $404   
12629840000000 Peninsula Union $28,108 $878 $17,333 $969   
33671990000000 Perris Elementary $6,406,529 $1,130 $3,508,986 $1,171   
33672070000000 Perris Union High $5,148,223 $488 $3,072,857 $716   
49708540000000 Petaluma City Elementary $760,395 $354 $316,076 $860   
49708620000000 Petaluma Joint Union High $843,381 $173 $331,833 $464   
01612750000000 Piedmont City Unified $179,432 $69 $83,884 $19,936   
06616140000000 Pierce Joint Unified $596,549 $433 $239,022 $581   
10623720000000 Pine Ridge Elementary $40,907 $439 $17,727 $1,278   
49708700000000 Piner-Olivet Union Elementary $376,158 $1,047 $176,961 $2,336   
04733790000000 Pioneer Union Elementary $90,756 $1,487 $53,211 $1,440   
09619450000000 Pioneer Union Elementary $120,564 $376 $71,197 $692   
16639900000000 Pioneer Union Elementary $223,920 $141 $196,061 $433   
07617880000000 Pittsburg Unified $4,873,748 $470 $2,140,951 $561   
54720410000000 Pixley Union Elementary $978,565 $868 $396,279 $867   
30666470000000 Placentia-Yorba Linda Unified $5,418,767 $210 $2,374,051 $779   
31103140000000 Placer County Office of Education $1,714,376 $2,609 $1,698,860 $9,070   
31668860000000 Placer Hills Union Elementary $132,693 $151 $64,379 $477   
31668940000000 Placer Union High $472,635 $108 $266,373 $450   
09619520000000 Placerville Union Elementary $530,282 $413 $297,936 $792   
24658130000000 Plainsburg Union Elementary $42,039 $316 $22,392 $667   
24658210000000 Planada Elementary $905,279 $1,184 $480,586 $1,343   
11626380000000 Plaza Elementary $32,901 $240 $19,696 $940   
51714310000000 Pleasant Grove Joint Union $49,418 $292 $26,502 $633   
29663730000000 Pleasant Ridge Union Elementary $267,620 $183 $138,160 $597   
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56725530000000 Pleasant Valley $1,079,594 $165 $440,537 $649   
29663810000000 Pleasant Valley Elementary $86,950 $182 $47,493 $464   
40687910000000 Pleasant Valley Joint Union Elementary $41,866 $364 $21,580 $644   
54720580000000 Pleasant View Elementary $441,066 $784 $141,085 $846   
01751010000000 Pleasanton Unified $1,400,154 $94 $554,507 $1,567   
32669693230083 Plumas Charter $54,674 $274 $52,792 $399   
32103220000000 Plumas County Office of Education $184,859 $5,776 $184,471 $7,702   
58727440000000 Plumas Lake Elementary $141,387 $132 $80,705 $340   
32669690000000 Plumas Unified $793,584 $436 $465,517 $790   
23655990000000 Point Arena Joint Union High $63,024 $364 $40,258 $583   
09619600000000 Pollock Pines Elementary $259,154 $371 $149,809 $683   
19649070000000 Pomona Unified $19,326,325 $712 $9,779,795 $880   
15637190000000 Pond Union Elementary $219,889 $920 $139,276 $964   
28662820000000 Pope Valley Union Elementary $29,511 $556 $16,022 $3,279   
19647330107755 Port of Los Angeles High $212,091 $219 $211,059 $590   
54755230000000 Porterville Unified $11,199,999 $808 $5,935,792 $978   
37682960000000 Poway Unified $4,960,904 $145 $1,820,283 $1,015   
37683383731189 Preuss School UCSD $391,398 $477 $366,501 $510   
11626460000000 Princeton Joint Unified $85,526 $378 $35,060 $574   
36678763630993 Provisional Accelerated Learning Academy $0 $0 $0 $0   
36678760109850 Public Safety Academy $81,383 $214 $78,789 $297   
19647336120471 Puente Charter $44,050 $383 $43,527 $383   
07616480119586 R.A.A.M.P. Charter Academy $45,229 $291 $43,973 $386   
37684370101220 RAI Online Charter $29,249 $175 $28,788 $286   
10623800000000 Raisin City Elementary $480,038 $1,481 $234,168 $1,523   
37683040000000 Ramona City Unified $1,385,889 $225 $583,972 $561   
37683120000000 Rancho Santa Fe Elementary $18,975 $28 $0 $0   
41689990000000 Ravenswood City Elementary $2,799,566 $766 $1,162,731 $849   
20652760000000 Raymond-Knowles Union Elementary $51,957 $618 $33,747 $865   
49709380120121 REACH $0 $0 $0 $0   
33672150126128 REACH Leadership Academy $6,904 $53 $6,574 $246   
29663990000000 Ready Springs Union Elementary $118,780 $463 $84,502 $663   
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01611430122697 REALM Charter High $53,745 $284 $52,573 $493   
01611430122689 REALM Charter Middle $59,976 $288 $58,641 $386   
52716390000000 Red Bluff Joint Union High $787,873 $426 $503,176 $902   
52716210000000 Red Bluff Union Elementary $1,531,090 $710 $921,577 $1,005   
45701100000000 Redding Elementary $1,409,315 $458 $847,480 $754   
45752670115345 Redding School of the Arts II $0 $0 $0 $0   
36678430000000 Redlands Unified $5,726,333 $272 $3,197,555 $499   
19753410000000 Redondo Beach Unified $1,180,946 $128 $514,663 $647   
23656152330413 Redwood Academy of Ukiah $32,751 $212 $27,562 $448   
41690050000000 Redwood City Elementary $3,885,795 $412 $948,316 $619   
12768020124164 Redwood Preparatory Charter $8,985 $72 $8,604 $256   
21654250000000 Reed Union Elementary $141,291 $93 $72,164 $3,364   
52716470000000 Reeds Creek Elementary $61,037 $496 $44,450 $859   
16739320000000 Reef-Sunset Unified $2,608,143 $1,000 $1,282,458 $986   
01612596117394 

 
Reems (Ernestine C.) Academy of 
Technology and Art $135,620 $427 $132,230 $443   

19647330101683 Renaissance Arts Academy $104,600 $326 $102,282 $460   
09619780000000 Rescue Union Elementary $365,016 $92 $202,499 $650   
36678500000000 Rialto Unified $14,273,445 $536 $7,460,912 $732   
52716540000000 Richfield Elementary $83,440 $336 $44,984 $2,528   
54720820000000 Richgrove Elementary $813,461 $1,187 $463,337 $1,226   
15635780000000 Richland Union Elementary $2,354,178 $690 $1,066,435 $849   
07617960126805 Richmond Charter Academy $0 $0 $0 $0   
07617960110973 Richmond College Preparatory $114,539 $354 $111,688 $493   
18641700000000 Richmond Elementary $9,980 $42 $0 $332   
15756301530500 Ridgecrest Charter $63,303 $173 $58,789 $372   
36678680000000 Rim of the World Unified $1,528,182 $370 $893,706 $731   
49708960000000 Rincon Valley Union Elementary $532,433 $163 $253,817 $419   
15735440000000 Rio Bravo-Greeley Union Elementary $262,867 $254 $153,678 $561   
12630080000000 Rio Dell Elementary $220,103 $664 $146,720 $1,038   
56725610000000 Rio Elementary $2,120,448 $473 $651,205 $584   
39685850122580 Rio Valley Charter $0 $0 $0 $0   
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39686500000000 Ripon Unified $985,696 $319 $507,660 $851   
19647330124222 Rise Kohyang Middle $0 $0 $0 $0   
34674130000000 River Delta Joint Unified $751,358 $370 $305,041 $692   
23656150115055 River Oak Charter $63,065 $264 $61,764 $504   
33103300110833 River Springs Charter $542,665 $93 $508,796 $299   
50755560000000 Riverbank Unified $1,798,397 $647 $808,844 $829   
10754080000000 Riverdale Joint Unified $936,784 $597 $507,885 $703   
33103300000000 Riverside County Office of Education $4,288,214 $1,502 $4,115,431 $3,283   
33672150000000 Riverside Unified $17,321,302 $416 $9,943,877 $635   
50712330000000 Roberts Ferry Union Elementary $25,715 $229 $7,753 $321   
34674210000000 Robla Elementary $1,520,443 $740 $727,699 $782   
43104390125781 Rocketship Academy Brilliant Minds $58,931 $327 $57,452 $382   
43104390125799 Rocketship Alma Academy $161,861 $337 $157,918 $399   
43104390123281 Rocketship Discovery Prep $199,457 $311 $194,100 $368   
43104390120642 Rocketship Los Suenos Academy $269,025 $420 $215,132 $478   
43104390113704 Rocketship Mateo Sheedy Elementary $197,523 $335 $158,376 $396   
43694500123299 Rocketship Mosaic Elementary $213,889 $334 $208,559 $394   
43694500128108 Rocketship Nine Elementary $226,923 $360 $182,886 $378   
43104390119024 Rocketship Si Se Puede Academy $0 $0 $0 $0   
54720900000000 Rockford Elementary $147,953 $416 $81,681 $654   
31750856118392 Rocklin Academy $1,578 $0 $0 $0   
31750850114371 Rocklin Academy at Meyers Street $0 $0 $0 $0   
31750850000000 Rocklin Unified $1,090,055 $96 $525,118 $456   
45752670113407 Rocky Point Charter $0 $0 $0 $0   
33672310000000 Romoland Elementary $1,199,666 $395 $499,980 $487   
15637500000000 Rosedale Union Elementary $747,972 $139 $401,529 $517   
49709040000000 Roseland $1,020,774 $650 $332,946 $719   
49709040101923 Roseland Charter $296,796 $361 $250,327 $377   
19649310000000 Rosemead Elementary $1,832,548 $659 $875,246 $810   
31669100000000 Roseville City Elementary $2,171,842 $215 $926,523 $786   
31669280000000 Roseville Joint Union High $1,189,280 $117 $620,452 $481   
21654330000000 Ross Elementary $42,381 $118 $24,671 $42,381   
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21750020000000 Ross Valley Elementary $261,986 $116 $118,424 $963   
14633050000000 Round Valley Joint Elementary $22,783 $158 $9,402 $949   
23656070000000 Round Valley Unified $380,706 $1,037 $236,903 $1,020   
19734520000000 Rowland Unified $8,241,373 $540 $4,243,949 $799   
34674390102038 Sacramento Charter High $237,959 $273 $231,869 $373   
34674390000000 Sacramento City Unified $35,672,942 $814 $20,856,637 $1,115   
34103480000000 Sacramento County Office of Education $1,746,675 $1,880 $1,707,206 $3,164   
52105205230073 Sacramento River Discovery Charter $17,975 $326 $17,544 $817   
30736350000000 Saddleback Valley Unified $5,681,286 $188 $2,495,170 $718   
28662900000000 Saint Helena Unified $353,277 $261 $117,893 $635   
50712660000000 Salida Union Elementary $975,071 $378 $391,194 $535   
27661420000000 Salinas City Elementary $5,541,330 $629 $2,197,975 $815   
27661590000000 Salinas Union High $7,226,929 $518 $3,544,350 $734   
27661670000000 San Antonio Union Elementary $70,938 $440 $52,893 $1,013   
27661750000000 San Ardo Union Elementary $294,869 $2,755 $223,716 $3,685   
35103550000000 San Benito County Office of Education $78,968 $496 $70,238 $1,196   
35675380000000 San Benito High $798,354 $267 $435,481 $614   
36678760000000 San Bernardino City Unified $43,676,465 $870 $26,621,627 $933   
36103630000000 San Bernardino County Office of Education $2,053,974 $793 $1,917,091 $1,206   
41690130000000 San Bruno Park Elementary $876,325 $325 $232,557 $849   
37683386119168 San Diego Cooperative Charter $31,161 $69 $29,472 $230   
37683380127654 San Diego Cooperative Charter School 2 $0 $0 $0 $0   
37103710000000 San Diego County Office of Education $4,288,153 $1,558 $3,984,589 $2,120   
37683380121681 San Diego Global Vision Academy $58,931 $305 $57,604 $412   
37683380125583 San Diego Global Vision Academy Middle $0 $0 $0 $0   
37683380000000 San Diego Unified $70,921,864 $621 $39,506,725 $1,022   
37682130123224 San Diego Virtual $0 $0 $0 $0   
37683460000000 San Dieguito Union High $1,549,040 $125 $774,562 $1,383   
38103890000000 San Francisco County Office of Education $744,628 $2,017 $717,919 $3,265   
38767030121814 San Francisco Flex Academy $0 $0 $0 $0   
38684780000000 San Francisco Unified $25,606,415 $483 $12,005,280 $833   
19752910000000 San Gabriel Unified $2,640,919 $489 $1,173,984 $905   
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33672490000000 San Jacinto Unified $4,423,408 $480 $2,308,776 $604   
39103970121723 San Joaquin Building Futures Academy $0 $0 $0 $0   
39103970000000 San Joaquin County Office of Education $1,253,777 $758 $1,135,182 $1,115   
43696660000000 San Jose Unified $12,264,652 $375 $5,613,887 $863   
34674470000000 San Juan Unified $18,229,610 $413 $11,515,251 $864   
01612910000000 San Leandro Unified $3,294,012 $378 $1,387,718 $581   
01613090000000 San Lorenzo Unified $4,789,263 $421 $2,124,280 $691   
44698070000000 San Lorenzo Valley Unified $410,028 $159 $226,771 $730   
27661830000000 San Lucas Union Elementary $260,006 $3,714 $217,664 $3,662   
40688090000000 San Luis Coastal Unified $1,633,497 $226 $673,471 $586   
40104050000000 

 
San Luis Obispo County Office of 
Education $1,273,796 $2,018 $1,222,965 $2,698   

37737910000000 San Marcos Unified $5,267,507 $269 $2,225,480 $594   
19649640000000 San Marino Unified $381,540 $121 $179,961 $4,286   
41104130000000 San Mateo County Office of Education $496,432 $915 $442,121 $2,853   
41690470000000 San Mateo Union High $1,240,341 $151 $442,600 $903   
41690390000000 San Mateo-Foster City $2,681,655 $246 $716,951 $752   
40688250000000 San Miguel Joint Union $525,737 $871 $289,169 $1,428   
37683530000000 San Pasqual Union Elementary $103,107 $185 $38,141 $937   
13632140000000 San Pasqual Valley Unified $705,245 $905 $444,109 $939   
21654580000000 San Rafael City Elementary $1,889,379 $441 $619,408 $703   
07618040000000 San Ramon Valley Unified $1,761,010 $57 $513,891 $1,701   
10624140000000 Sanger Unified $5,880,555 $538 $3,143,128 $733   
30666700000000 Santa Ana Unified $38,608,470 $715 $16,477,752 $838   
42104210000000 Santa Barbara County Office of Education $580,418 $3,895 $501,063 $4,960   
42767860000000 Santa Barbara Unified $5,460,562 $376 $2,194,830 $720   
43104390000000 Santa Clara County Office of Education $2,685,530 $1,653 $2,552,608 $2,533   
56725790000000 Santa Clara Elementary $6,071 $108 $0 $607   
43696740000000 Santa Clara Unified $4,536,927 $295 $1,310,723 $675   
44698230000000 Santa Cruz City High $984,845 $208 $476,673 $642   
44104470000000 Santa Cruz County Office of Education $300,393 $346 $287,802 $950   
42693100000000 Santa Maria Joint Union High $3,062,588 $392 $1,607,294 $648   
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42691200000000 Santa Maria-Bonita $10,094,354 $690 $3,644,053 $777   
19647336019079 

 
Santa Monica Boulevard Community 
Charter $440,007 $480 $361,769 $517   

19649800000000 Santa Monica-Malibu Unified $2,353,818 $203 $1,071,451 $727   
56768280000000 Santa Paula Unified $0 $0 $0 $0   
27661910000000 Santa Rita Union Elementary $1,592,893 $521 $543,011 $689   
49709126113278 Santa Rosa Charter $2,031 $0 $0 $0   
19647330119974 Santa Rosa Charter Academy $84,464 $349 $82,102 $461   
49709120000000 Santa Rosa Elementary $2,626,729 $561 $949,510 $786   
49709200000000 Santa Rosa High $3,239,972 $294 $1,545,831 $649   
42693280000000 Santa Ynez Valley Union High $123,152 $119 $59,815 $464   
37683610000000 Santee $1,019,569 $163 $446,607 $392   
30666216085328 Santiago Middle $24,114 $0 $0 $0   
43696820000000 Saratoga Union Elementary $227,613 $105 $88,817 $9,104   
54721080000000 Saucelito Elementary $23,231 $286 $1,218 $346   
19649980000000 Saugus Union $1,359,879 $133 $545,189 $645   
21654740000000 Sausalito Marin City $392,704 $2,997 $193,247 $3,272   
34765050114272 

 
SAVA: Sacramento Academic and 
Vocational Academy $165,976 $224 $161,776 $275   

30666960000000 Savanna Elementary $1,119,546 $465 $387,701 $663   
37764710000000 SBC - High Tech High $272,978 $123 $243,652 $297   
09765960000000 SBC - Pacific Technology $37,647 $136 $36,268 $321   
19756971996693 School of Arts and Enterprise $140,977 $336 $125,417 $477   
10621661030642 School of Unlimited Learning $82,704 $338 $76,216 $424   
12630240000000 Scotia Union Elementary $52,296 $216 $33,635 $1,340   
47764550000000 Scott Valley Unified $216,993 $322 $118,245 $580   
49709380000000 Sebastopol Union Elementary $369,547 $537 $205,325 $1,426   
13632220000000 Seeley Union Elementary $329,449 $857 $133,156 $954   
47704580000000 Seiad Elementary $7,397 $231 $0 $321   
10624300000000 Selma Unified $4,821,137 $744 $2,548,464 $852   
15637680000000 Semitropic Elementary $96,021 $338 $25,097 $611   
54721160000000 Sequoia Union Elementary $109,223 $355 $68,546 $3,033   
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41690620000000 Sequoia Union High $1,888,971 $225 $646,415 $612   
18641880000000 Shaffer Union Elementary $94,104 $503 $52,364 $1,069   
40688330000000 Shandon Joint Unified $178,707 $578 $84,604 $907   
45104540000000 Shasta County Office of Education $618,531 $2,021 $605,976 $3,108   
45701280000000 Shasta Union Elementary $63,375 $532 $35,806 $1,111   
45701360000000 Shasta Union High $1,440,654 $267 $946,008 $700   
20652430100016 Sherman Thomas Charter $1,267 $0 $0 $0   
20652430118950 Sherman Thomas Charter High $0 $0 $0 $0   
50712740000000 Shiloh Elementary $74,366 $542 $37,048 $658   
21733610000000 Shoreline Unified $201,880 $367 $39,343 $693   
10621660114355 Sierra Charter $158,915 $222 $154,688 $346   
46104620000000 Sierra County Office of Education $0 $0 $0 $0   
31669440121624 Sierra Expeditionary Learning $0 $0 $0 $0   
22655320125823 Sierra Foothill Charter $13,773 $105 $13,290 $320   
15737420000000 Sierra Sands Unified $1,948,906 $389 $1,152,818 $772   
10752750000000 Sierra Unified $425,659 $284 $285,487 $646   
46701770000000 Sierra-Plumas Joint Unified $130,077 $348 $76,210 $756   
09619860000000 Silver Fork Elementary $5,920 $740 $0 $986   
36738900000000 Silver Valley Unified $679,532 $282 $377,370 $549   
56726030000000 Simi Valley Unified $3,161,874 $172 $1,418,111 $590   
47104700000000 Siskiyou County Office of Education $41,750 $2,087 $35,260 $10,437   
47704660000000 Siskiyou Union High $220,235 $368 $133,335 $898   
36750510115089 Sky Mountain Charter $7,610 $0 $0 $0   
24658390000000 Snelling-Merced Falls Union Elementary $61,147 $593 $22,745 $1,698   
36739570000000 Snowline Joint Unified $1,863,373 $224 $861,295 $402   
36678760117192 SOAR Charter Academy $81,300 $201 $78,867 $331   
34674390101295 Sol Aureus College Preparatory $46,101 $199 $44,752 $1,245   
37683870000000 Solana Beach Elementary $404,895 $143 $163,449 $1,626   
48104880000000 Solano County Office of Education $797,654 $1,756 $748,700 $3,021   
42693360000000 Solvang Elementary $158,554 $273 $38,457 $554   
56726110000000 Somis Union $161,842 $539 $90,938 $992   
49709536111678 Sonoma Charter $17,517 $76 $13,747 $312   
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49104960000000 Sonoma County Office of Education $813,824 $5,389 $632,824 $7,535   
49709530000000 Sonoma Valley Unified $1,582,786 $376 $543,789 $638   
55723710000000 Sonora Elementary $293,935 $427 $155,815 $942   
55723890000000 Sonora Union High $444,973 $336 $308,869 $862   
44698490000000 Soquel Union Elementary $472,902 $242 $228,834 $655   
55723970000000 Soulsbyville Elementary $147,848 $300 $102,025 $786   
37683950000000 South Bay Union $4,825,291 $626 $2,118,606 $802   
12630320000000 South Bay Union Elementary $509,853 $928 $324,543 $1,540   
15637840000000 South Fork Union $182,425 $665 $111,814 $818   
19650290000000 South Pasadena Unified $562,953 $121 $254,511 $831   
41690700000000 South San Francisco Unified $2,470,485 $265 $742,000 $594   
51714070109793 South Sutter Charter $0 $0 $0 $0   
19650370000000 South Whittier Elementary $2,187,721 $662 $957,406 $791   
12630400000000 Southern Humboldt Joint Unified $481,037 $634 $295,235 $1,351   
15637760000000 Southern Kern Unified $1,717,442 $530 $983,278 $735   
53738330000000 Southern Trinity Joint Unified $101,266 $1,043 $73,803 $1,298   
35675530000000 Southside Elementary $24,799 $98 $0 $364   
37684030000000 Spencer Valley Elementary $1,294,982 $39,241 $0 $129,498   
27662250000000 Spreckels Union Elementary $169,426 $171 $96,578 $1,100   
54721320000000 Springville Union Elementary $124,623 $361 $85,177 $1,038   
34674390101048 St. HOPE Public School 7 $124,513 $218 $120,845 $291   
15637920000000 Standard Elementary $1,231,582 $413 $727,004 $521   
50105040000000 Stanislaus County Office of Education $2,433,224 $1,836 $2,395,194 $2,406   
50712820000000 Stanislaus Union Elementary $1,692,773 $544 $866,006 $828   
37681303731262 Steele Canyon High $0 $0 $0 $0   
19647330100669 Stella Middle Charter Academy $201,877 $325 $196,328 $345   
39686760000000 Stockton Unified $35,033,500 $965 $18,309,274 $1,125   
54721400000000 Stone Corral Elementary $218,548 $1,561 $101,008 $1,643   
11626530000000 Stony Creek Joint Unified $48,157 $433 $31,257 $625   
49706150127662 Stony Point Academy $0 $0 $0 $0   
54721570000000 Strathmore Union Elementary $646,222 $772 $314,264 $839   
19650450000000 Sulphur Springs Union $1,419,210 $256 $578,878 $571   
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55724050000000 Summerville Elementary $140,021 $385 $83,522 $769   
55724130000000 Summerville Union High $67,435 $93 $42,725 $288   
36750440107516 Summit Leadership Academy-High Desert $39,697 $218 $39,056 $336   
41690620112722 Summit Preparatory Charter High $48,630 $119 $46,794 $315   
43104390128090 Summit Public School: Denali $0 $0 $0 $0   
43694270123745 Summit Public School: Rainier $16,903 $86 $15,729 $155   
41689240127548 Summit Public School: Shasta $0 $0 $0 $0   
43104390123794 Summit Public School: Tahoma $16,790 $84 $15,701 $171   
54721730000000 Sundale Union Elementary $215,531 $287 $96,900 $564   
54721810000000 Sunnyside Union Elementary $435,147 $1,198 $257,340 $1,368   
43696900000000 Sunnyvale $2,275,343 $337 $644,823 $723   
01751190000000 Sunol Glen Unified $16,924 $62 $6,168 $1,128   
43696660124065 Sunrise Middle $43,327 $364 $42,174 $373   
25658960000000 Surprise Valley Joint Unified $98,914 $824 $67,588 $1,252   
18641960000000 Susanville Elementary $438,706 $423 $240,695 $813   
51105120000000 Sutter County Office of Education $167,727 $416 $126,605 $594   
51714490000000 Sutter Union High $79,390 $119 $48,759 $360   
37684110000000 Sweetwater Union High $16,747,582 $436 $8,438,305 $840   
33751760120204 

 
Sycamore Academy of Science and 
Cultural Arts $0 $0 $0 $0   

54722560125542 Sycamore Valley Academy $0 $0 $0 $0   
50712900000000 Sylvan Union Elementary $3,207,149 $392 $1,767,398 $771   
07768100125815 Synergy $0 $0 $0 $0   
19647330106427 Synergy Charter Academy $108,790 $348 $106,008 $402   
19647330117895 Synergy Kinetic Academy $160,376 $337 $156,115 $354   
19647330124560 Synergy Quantum Academy $179,470 $343 $174,687 $370   
15638000000000 Taft City $1,175,495 $557 $683,983 $708   
36678760126706 Taft T. Newman Leadership Academy $0 $0 $0 $0   
15638180000000 Taft Union High $129,444 $125 $0 $229   
31669440000000 Tahoe-Truckee Unified $1,045,565 $279 $368,223 $682   
21654820000000 Tamalpais Union High $377,672 $97 $191,205 $1,066   
19647330122242 TEACH Academy of Technologies $116,039 $425 $113,424 $444   
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39686760124958 TEAM Charter $94,339 $355 $92,161 $401   
15638260000000 Tehachapi Unified $1,303,475 $298 $722,613 $771   
52105200000000 Tehama County Office of Education $143,116 $1,126 $104,225 $2,920   
33751923330917 Temecula Preparatory $2,678 $0 $0 $0   
33751926112551 Temecula Valley Charter $0 $0 $0 $0   
33751920000000 Temecula Valley Unified $4,539,822 $157 $2,458,541 $759   
19650520000000 Temple City Unified $1,706,764 $293 $821,184 $685   
40688410000000 Templeton Unified $381,359 $166 $266,611 $806   
54721990000000 Terra Bella Union Elementary $1,028,703 $1,135 $543,959 $1,165   
01611190122085 The Academy of Alameda $123,073 $262 $106,429 $434   
36678760122572 The Academy of the Inland Empire $0 $0 $0 $0   
37680490127118 The Heights Charter $0 $0 $0 $0   
34674390106898 The Language Academy of Sacramento $105,277 $240 $102,184 $304   
37683386061964 The O'Farrell Charter $454,278 $395 $360,347 $419   
04615490000000 Thermalito Union Elementary $2,235,997 $1,678 $1,536,940 $1,896   
23655650123737 Three Rivers Charter $0 $0 $0 $0   
54722070000000 Three Rivers Union Elementary $65,814 $416 $45,290 $1,115   
54722150000000 Tipton Elementary $369,999 $606 $117,647 $609   
19767370102020 Today's Fresh Start Charter $249,238 $366 $224,050 $389   
19646340119552 

 
Today's Fresh Start Charter School 
Inglewood $44,630 $237 $43,455 $278   

19650600000000 Torrance Unified $4,532,937 $192 $1,770,164 $631   
39754990000000 Tracy Joint Unified $6,017,455 $378 $2,679,635 $792   
54722230000000 Traver Joint Elementary $239,978 $1,043 $129,693 $1,105   
48705650000000 Travis Unified $512,358 $95 $279,948 $389   
23656156117386 Tree of Life Charter $0 $0 $0 $0   
35675610000000 Tres Pinos Union Elementary $8,419 $63 $0 $647   
12630570000000 Trinidad Union Elementary $134,401 $703 $78,684 $1,527   
53765130000000 Trinity Alps Unified $270,853 $354 $170,484 $675   
53717610000000 Trinity Center Elementary $22,012 $1,834 $15,414 $4,402   
53105380000000 Trinity County Office of Education $24,148 $4,829 $18,558 $6,037   
19647330112193 Triumph Academy $121,546 $352 $118,394 $381   
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19647330122598 Triumph Charter High $84,220 $489 $82,783 $601   
42691120124255 Trivium Charter $24,111 $66 $23,010 $227   
36678920000000 Trona Joint Unified $239,336 $789 $174,083 $1,208   
54722310000000 Tulare City $5,145,869 $553 $2,517,186 $713   
54105460000000 Tulare County Office of Education $1,322,255 $725 $1,200,955 $1,634   
54722490000000 Tulare Joint Union High $2,343,663 $446 $1,280,327 $666   
25735930000000 Tulelake Basin Joint Unified $480,020 $963 $269,298 $1,300   
55105530000000 

 
Tuolumne County Superintendent of 
Schools $448 $0 $0 $0   

50757390000000 Turlock Unified $6,447,048 $477 $3,048,575 $755   
30736430000000 Tustin Unified $5,749,656 $246 $2,043,557 $576   
55724210000000 Twain Harte-Long Barn Union Elementary $126,141 $441 $87,989 $737   
49709610000000 Twin Hills Union Elementary $92,876 $78 $37,801 $488   
29664150000000 Twin Ridges Elementary $162,978 $1,752 $112,787 $2,116   
51714640107318 Twin Rivers Charter $67,644 $191 $65,607 $308   
34765050000000 Twin Rivers Unified $21,110,144 $782 $11,681,828 $1,058   
49709790000000 Two Rock Union $60,350 $322 $28,792 $773   
23656150000000 Ukiah Unified $3,027,758 $552 $1,621,925 $777   
43697080000000 Union Elementary $700,258 $134 $248,566 $1,032   
29664070000000 Union Hill Elementary $51,307 $68 $25,899 $235   
21655160000000 Union Joint Elementary $5,921 $592 $0 $0   
56725530111690 

 
University Charter Middle School at CSU 
Channel Islands $38,336 $140 $36,930 $319   

56725536120620 
 

University Preparation School at CSU 
Channel Islands $90,035 $187 $73,126 $361   

36750690000000 Upland Unified $3,396,080 $263 $1,781,106 $553   
17640630000000 Upper Lake Union Elementary $330,428 $619 $216,228 $770   
17640710000000 Upper Lake Union High $116,074 $330 $72,603 $400   
37683380118000 Urban Discovery Academy Charter $36,523 $118 $35,673 $507   
01100170125567 Urban Montessori Charter $0 $0 $0 $0   
19647330125864 USC Hybrid High $34,250 $131 $33,328 $380   
48705730000000 Vacaville Unified $2,738,989 $216 $1,241,064 $581   
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33752420000000 Val Verde Unified $8,249,104 $415 $4,155,441 $501   
19650780000000 Valle Lindo Elementary $387,855 $333 $167,158 $358   
05615800000000 Vallecito Union $424,289 $708 $277,956 $1,753   
37684370000000 Vallecitos Elementary $185,455 $946 $81,015 $1,090   
48705810000000 Vallejo City Unified $6,633,221 $457 $3,326,307 $703   
10621660111633 Valley Arts and Science Academy (VASA) $95,385 $323 $93,026 $377   
37756140000000 Valley Center-Pauma Unified $1,108,525 $267 $395,290 $521   
19647330122754 Valley Charter Elementary $12,744 $57 $12,117 $296   
19647330122838 Valley Charter Middle $23,551 $197 $22,804 $341   
56725205630405 Valley Oak Charter $0 $0 $0 $0   
10621660106740 Valley Preparatory Academy Charter $80,333 $251 $78,070 $311   
19647330120022 Valor Academy Charter $159,658 $335 $111,918 $380   
19647336019715 Vaughn Next Century Learning Center $1,106,940 $457 $943,765 $468   
56105610112417 

 
Ventura Charter School of Arts and Global 
Education $0 $0 $0 $0   

56105610000000 Ventura County Office of Education $1,348,195 $1,542 $1,320,566 $3,248   
56726520000000 Ventura Unified $4,488,159 $263 $1,996,178 $478   
39103973930476 Venture Academy $0 $0 $0 $0   
36679180000000 Victor Elementary $5,596,411 $496 $3,257,552 $624   
19647336117048 

 
View Park Preparatory Accelerated 
Charter $118,389 $230 $114,822 $297   

19647336121081 
 

View Park Preparatory Accelerated 
Charter Middle $77,811 $226 $75,319 $307   

19647330101196 View Park Preparatory Accelerated High $63,178 $154 $61,094 $223   
01612590123711 Vincent Academy $34,488 $331 $33,649 $391   
15638340000000 Vineland Elementary $884,563 $1,138 $480,959 $1,350   
19647330122739 Vista Charter Middle $135,680 $386 $132,213 $345   
42693440000000 Vista del Mar Union $13,706 $130 $1,972 $2,284   
56105610109900 Vista Real Charter High $23,701 $0 $0 $0   
37684520000000 Vista Unified $10,248,984 $457 $5,149,525 $797   
43694500113662 Voices College-Bound Language Academy $102,853 $291 $79,649 $426   
10767781030774 W. E. B. DuBois Public Charter $171,326 $576 $148,411 $426   
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11101160124909 Walden Academy $0 $0 $0 $0   
19647330100750 Wallis Annenberg High $160,318 $327 $157,943 $459   
07618120000000 Walnut Creek Elementary $477,633 $138 $175,453 $1,400   
19734600000000 Walnut Valley Unified $2,156,692 $147 $1,009,216 $957   
37754160000000 Warner Unified $96,393 $442 $38,926 $634   
15638420000000 Wasco Union Elementary $2,577,290 $743 $1,191,362 $914   
15638590000000 Wasco Union High $871,019 $494 $490,916 $697   
10625130000000 Washington Colony Elementary $327,193 $752 $165,162 $919   
10767780000000 Washington Unified $3,228,794 $1,331 $1,798,080 $1,377   
57726940000000 Washington Unified $3,787,643 $519 $1,829,482 $791   
27662330000000 Washington Union Elementary $59,793 $61 $32,044 $3,147   
50755720000000 Waterford Unified $1,105,825 $632 $562,494 $855   
19647336114912 Watts Learning Center $142,420 $395 $137,623 $404   
19647330120527 Watts Learning Center Charter Middle $137,897 $406 $134,632 $422   
49709950000000 Waugh Elementary $131,100 $141 $33,976 $1,101   
54722640000000 Waukena Joint Union Elementary $175,689 $655 $77,503 $787   
24658620000000 Weaver Union $2,108,204 $822 $1,015,124 $904   
47704820000000 Weed Union Elementary $230,297 $825 $126,439 $1,091   
07617960000000 West Contra Costa Unified $16,002,480 $551 $8,011,221 $799   
19650940000000 West Covina Unified $2,606,976 $251 $1,374,736 $349   
10625390000000 West Park Elementary $332,035 $451 $149,959 $734   
57726940115329 

 
West Sacramento Early College Prep 
Charter $0 $0 $0 $0   

49710010000000 West Side Union Elementary $32,507 $185 $14,949 $1,048   
49706070000000 West Sonoma County Union High $249,302 $114 $135,222 $452   
19101990127274 Westchester Secondary Charter $0 $0 $0 $0   
31669510000000 Western Placer Unified $1,758,458 $268 $955,046 $851   
31765700119487 Western Sierra Collegiate Academy $0 $0 $0 $0   
30667460000000 Westminster $5,960,892 $620 $2,274,015 $856   
13632300000000 Westmorland Union Elementary $388,366 $1,078 $229,935 $1,229   
10625470000000 Westside Elementary $179,230 $746 $120,995 $1,445   
19651020000000 Westside Union Elementary $1,394,492 $148 $717,936 $406   
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18642041830132 Westwood Charter $32,472 $217 $28,231 $303   
18642040000000 Westwood Unified $155,894 $725 $113,852 $1,137   
58727510000000 Wheatland $369,117 $298 $222,686 $712   
58727690000000 Wheatland Union High $113,522 $159 $73,517 $495   
45701690000000 Whitmore Union Elementary $35,306 $1,138 $24,834 $1,307   
19651100000000 Whittier City Elementary $2,674,095 $420 $1,347,394 $618   
19651280000000 Whittier Union High $3,319,147 $254 $1,787,723 $375   
19646340101667 Wilder's Preparatory Academy Charter $124,868 $322 $121,709 $464   
19646340116822 

 
Wilder's Preparatory Academy Charter 
Middle $0 $0 $0 $0   

19651360000000 William S. Hart Union High $3,700,790 $163 $1,789,536 $840   
06616220000000 Williams Unified $568,139 $429 $212,935 $553   
23656232330363 Willits Charter $23,067 $159 $21,671 $262   
23656230125658 Willits Elementary Charter $19,929 $209 $19,284 $321   
23656230000000 Willits Unified $1,154,727 $757 $661,810 $1,020   
21654746118491 Willow Creek Academy $42,636 $147 $41,185 $259   
47704900000000 Willow Creek Elementary $23,195 $473 $12,728 $626   
35675790000000 Willow Grove Union Elementary $6,545 $545 $0 $0   
11626610000000 Willows Unified $951,319 $648 $532,732 $980   
49710190000000 Wilmar Union Elementary $45,431 $183 $22,821 $2,523   
19651510000000 Wilsona Elementary $1,086,267 $748 $593,206 $779   
49753580000000 Windsor Unified $954,719 $180 $360,205 $479   
51714560000000 Winship-Robbins $143,569 $784 $25,669 $1,055   
57727020000000 Winters Joint Unified $707,194 $465 $226,391 $732   
24658700000000 Winton $1,710,836 $914 $837,494 $1,010   
19101990112730 Wisdom Academy for Young Scientists $187,855 $367 $185,788 $369   
19651690000000 Wiseburn Elementary $366,829 $143 $110,393 $313   
54767940000000 Woodlake Unified $1,985,830 $867 $1,154,059 $1,035   
57727100000000 Woodland Joint Unified $4,027,598 $397 $1,637,273 $609   
57105790124305 Woodland Polytechnic Academy $0 $0 $0 $0   
41690880000000 Woodside Elementary $26,056 $57 $7,151 $651   
54722980000000 Woodville Union Elementary $616,087 $1,270 $351,549 $1,283   
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01612590109983 World Academy $234,267 $533 $211,942 $533   
49710350000000 Wright Elementary $504,257 $316 $132,610 $455   
19647336119929 

 
Xinaxcalmecac Academia Semillas del 
Pueblo $169,244 $532 $147,853 $593   

34674390121665 
 

Yav Pem Suab Academy - Preparing for 
the Future Charter $109,616 $260 $91,151 $353   

57105790000000 Yolo County Office of Education $290,544 $1,403 $274,713 $2,046   
20764140000000 Yosemite Unified $423,349 $214 $252,136 $542   
47705080000000 Yreka Union Elementary $646,560 $812 $444,067 $948   
47705160000000 Yreka Union High $265,956 $350 $192,006 $782   
51714645130125 Yuba City Charter $51,245 $308 $44,077 $441   
51714640000000 Yuba City Unified $5,454,196 $427 $2,929,199 $637   
58105870000000 Yuba County Office of Education $179,264 $3,259 $148,463 $3,585   
58105870117242 

 
Yuba Environmental Science Charter 
Academy $16,694 $165 $16,158 $231   

36679590000000 Yucaipa-Calimesa Joint Unified $2,522,240 $282 $1,488,422 $581   
 
 

Total Number of LEAs in the report: 1,567 
         Total ConApp entitlement funds for districts receiving regular approval: $2,847,631,740 
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